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PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE 

I,  petitioner  John  Mark( 


am  making  special  appearances'  in  the  above- 
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referenced  lower-cases  and  appeals,  hereby  invoke  the  original  and  supervisory 

jurisdiction  of  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  pursuant  to  Sections  3  &  2  respectively 

of  Article  VI  of  the  Colorado  Constitution,  and  petition  Colorado's  highest  court 

(except  chief  justice  Nancy  E.  Rice11)  to  issue  to  each  of  the  three  respondents 

herein  a  rule  to  show  cause*  why  the  supreme  court  should  not  exercise  its 

superintending  authority  and  grant  the  following  relief: 

*  PLEASE  TAKE  NOTICE  that  the  respondents  have  been  given  numerous 
opportunities  to  do  the  right  thing  and  it  is  too  late  to  keep  the  cases  or  act  now. 

a.  Transfer  divorce  case  #  2005DR|^Pand  its  entire  record  to  the  supreme 
court,  or  to  a  different  district  (other  than  the  City  and  County  of  Denver),  and 
appoint  one  or  more  “fair,  impartial,  ethical,  and  legitimate’"  judges — who  are 
not  at  all  involved  in  the  “ case  fixing ”m  and  other  treasonous  crimes  taking 
place  in  Colorado,  and  who  have  valid  oaths  of  office  and  are  properly  bonded 
— to  make  judicial  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  and  otherwise  fully 
adjudicate  PARTS  ONE,  TWO,  THREE,  FOUR,  FIVE,  SIX,  SEVEN,  and  EIGHT 
of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  and  my  First.  Second.  Third.  Fourth.  Fifth. 
Sixth.  Seventh,  and  Eighth  Motions  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case 
2005DR^ — see  accompanying  “SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS  ’’ ; 

b.  Transfer  Title  IV-D  case  #^^^^^^^^^^and  its  entire  record  to  the 
supreme  court,  or  to  a  different  county,  where  administrative  findings  of  fact 
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and  appropriate  declarations  shall  be  entered  in  the  case  on  the  repeatedly 
proven  and  undisputed  facts  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full, 
that  the  arrears  balance  is  zero,  and  all  other  established  facts,  and  where  the 
child  support  matters  shall  be  fully  resolved  and  the  Title  IV-D  case  closed; 

c.  Take  whatever  action  necessary  to  stop  the  “case  fixing  crime  spree,”  the 
“child  support  scam,”  and  the  foreclosure  action  against  my  family's  propertylv; 

d.  Issue  whatever  writs  necessary  to  compel  performance  of  dutiesv; 

e.  Supervise:  1)  the  complete  adjudication  of  the  matters  alleged  in  my 
SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS  and  all  other  outstanding  matters  in  the  divorce 
case;  2)  the  setting  aside  of  Permanent  Orders  and  all  other  decisions  in  the 
divorce  case;  3)  the  reconciliation  and  closure  of  the  Title  IV-D  case;  4)  the 
reunion  and  rehabilitation  of  my  family;  5)  the  restoration  of  my  children's  and 
my  rights  and  property;  and  6)  whatever  other  action  necessary  to  correct  the 
records  in  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case,  rectify  all  other  matters  not 
properly  adjudicated  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District",  remedy  all  injuries"1, 
and  bring  the  rogue  judges  and  other  officers  of  the  court  to  justice; 

f.  Order  the  rogue  to  pay  for  all  expenses  to  accomplish  the  foregoing;  and 

g.  Such  other  and  further  relief,  as  requested  herein  and  throughout  this  case, 
and  as  deemed  necessary  or  appropriate  under  the  circumstances  by  this  court. 
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And  in  support  of  my  requests  for  relief  herein,  I  state  as  follows: 


Parties 


1 .  I,  petitioner  John  Mark( 


am  acting  in  my  sovereign  capacity1  for  the 


benefit  of  my  broken  family,  as  well  as  acting  with  power  of  attorney1  on  behalf  of 


my  “strawman”1  JOHN  M( 


-the  “respondent”  in  case  2()05DR^^and 


the  “obligor”  in  Title  IV-D  case( 


see  page  1  for  address/phone. 


Respondent  CAROLS 


|(“CAROL”)  is  my  ex-wife,  who  brought 


about  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case,  in  which  she  is  the  “petitioner”  and 
“obligee”  respectively;  her  address  is( 


her  phone  number  is( 


3 .  Respondent  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
(“Jeffco-DHS”) — along  with  its  Child  Support  Services  office  (“Jeffco-CSS”),  as 
represented  by  the  Jefferson  County  Attorney's  office  (“Jeffco- Attorney”) — is  the 
“intervenor”  in  case  2005DE^^  the  creator  of  the  Title  IV-D  case^^^^H^H 
H!  and  the  overseer  of  the  racketeering  and  money  laundering  scheme  which  I 
have  dubbed  the  “child  support  scam.”111  LYNN  A.  JOHNSON  is  the  director  of 
Jeffco-DHS,  900  Jefferson  County  Parkway,  Golden,  CO  80401;  303-271-1388. 

The  main  suspects  who  orchestrated  the  “child  support  scam”  include: 

a.  Jeffco-DHS  director  LYNN  A.  JOHNSON; 

b.  Title  IV-D  administrator/Jeffco-CSS  manager  ALVIN  TAFOYA; 

c.  Former  Title  IV-D  administrator/Jeffco-CSS  manager  DEBBIE  MOSS; 
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d.  Jeffco-Attorney  ELLEN  WAKEMAN; 

e.  Assistant  Jeffco-Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS;  and 

f.  Assistant  Jeffco-Attorney  CASIE  STOKES. 

4.  Respondent  COLORADO  FIRST  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT  (“CFJD”)  is  the 
district  in  which  case  2005DE^^was  set  up  and  “fixed”11  by  the  “case  fixing 
criminals”11  (“CFCs”),  who  destroyed  my  family  for  profit  12  years  ago  and  who 
have  orchestrated  a  “case  fixing  crime  spree”111  against  me  ever  since  to  keep  the 
truth  off  the  public  record  and  to  keep  me,  and  my  evidence,  out  of  Colorado. 
PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  is  the  chief  judge  of  the  CFJD;  Jefferson  Combined 
Court,  100  Jefferson  County  Parkway,  Golden,  CO  80401;  720-772-2651. 

The  main  suspects  who  orchestrated  CFJD's  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  include: 

a.  CFJD  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY; 

b.  CFJD  assigned  judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK; 

c.  CFJD  assigned  magistrate  JAMIN  M.  ALABISO; 

d.  Assistant  Jeffco-Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS; 

e.  CFJD  domestic  relations  clerk  MARJORY  SHOOK; 

f.  CFJD  clerk  of  court  DIANA  L.  COFFEY ; 

g.  CFJD  district  administrator  GATE  PICKARTS; 

h.  Colorado  Court  of  Appeals  clerk  of  court  POLLY  BROCK; 

i.  Former  CFJD  chief  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER; 

j.  Former  CFJD  chief  judge  R.  BROOKE  JACKSON; 

k.  Former  CFJD  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET; 

l.  Former  CFJD  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON; 

m.  CAROL'S  divorce  attorney  JOHN  CHARLES  HUGGER;  and 

n.  “Child  &  Family  Investigator”  ELLEN  GAY  NIERMANN. 

Incorporation  of  Supporting  Documents  /  Lower-Cases  /  Related  Proceedings 

5.  Accompanying  this  PETITION  and  fully  incorporated  herein,  to  provide  the 
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supreme  court  with  a  record  substantiating  my  requests  for  relief  herein,  and  for 

future  adjudication  of  my  claims,  are  my  “SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS” — 

containing  copies  of  PARTS  ONE-EIGHT  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  and  my 

First-Eighth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DR^^(two  complete 

copies  of  my  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS  are  provided:  one  for  this  court  and  one 

for  the  judge(s)  appointed  to  adjudicate  all  matters  in  2005DE^^. 

Petitioner  responsible  for  providing  substantiating  record.  A  petitioner 
seeking  prohibition  has  the  responsibility  of  providing  the  supreme  court  with  a 
record  that  will  substantiate  the  request  for  extraordinary  relief.  Mitchell  v. 
District  Court  ex  rel.  Eighth  Judicial  Dist.,  672  P.2d  997  (Colo.  1983). 

6.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  are  the  complete  case  files  and  records  of 
the  wrongful  lower-cases  which  brought  about  this  action: 

a.  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  #  2005DR^B  and 

b.  Title  IV-D  Child  Support  Enforcement  case 

7.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  are  all  filings  in  Colorado  Court  of  Appeals 
case  #2018CA^®  which  is  the  only  pending  related  proceeding  at  this  time. 

8.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  are  the  complete  case  files  of  all  other 
related  proceedings  and  cases  which  were  caused  by,  or  resulted  from,  the  “case 
fixing  crime  spree”  by  the  CFCs  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota,  the  “child  support 
scam”  by  Jeffco-DHS,  and  CAROL'S  relentless  child  abuses  and  crimes  against  me: 

a.  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  criminal  case  #  20051V1^^® 

b.  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  criminal  case  #  2007M^^P 
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c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

i. 

j- 

k. 

l. 

m. 

n. 


o. 

P- 

q- 

r. 

s. 

t. 

u. 


V. 


w. 


X. 

y- 

z. 


aa. 

ab. 

ac. 

ad. 

ae. 

af. 

ag- 

ah. 

ai. 

aj- 

ak. 

al. 

am. 


an. 


Minnesota  First  Judicial  District  “registration  case”  #  40-FA-07 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  08-cv 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  civil  case  #  08-cv-[not  filed]; 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  A08 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  A08 
Minnesota  First  Judicial  District  criminal  case  #  40-cr-09 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  criminal  case  #  10-Y 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10- [not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  criminal  case  #  10-cr 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  criminal  case  #  10-cr 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  criminal  case  #  10-cr 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  criminal  case  #  10-cr 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10- [not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10-[not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10-[not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10- [not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10- [not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  criminal  case  #  10-[not  filed] 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  10-cv 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  civil  case  #  10-cv 
Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #10 
Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  10 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Columbia  criminal  case  #  10- [not  filed]; 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  1 1-cv 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  1 1-cv 
U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  1 1-cv 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  Al  1 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  Al  1 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  Al  1 
Minnesota  Supreme  Court  appeal  [my  PETITION  BOOK]  #  Al  1 
Colorado  Supreme  Court  appeal  [my  PETITION  BOOK]  #  20 1 1 S 
Colorado  First  Judicial  District  civil  case  #201  lCV^^B 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  A 1 2  f^BI 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  direct  appeal  [of  conviction]  #  A12-| 
Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  A  12-f^HI 
Minnesota  Fifth  Judicial  District  civil  case  #  52-cv-12-^^® 
Minnesota  Fifth  Judicial  District  civil  case  #  52-cv-12-[not  filed]; 
Minnesota  Fifth  Judicial  District  criminal  case  #  52-cr-12-^^B 
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ao.  U.S.  Supreme  Court  civil  case  #  13-[not  filed]; 

ap.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Columbia  civil  case  #  14-[not  filed]; 

aq.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Columbia  civil  case  #  14-[not  filed]; 

ar.  Minnesota  First  Judicial  District  civil  case  #  40-cv-14-^H® 

as.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Minnesota  civil  case  #  15-cv-^^^® 

at.  Minnesota  First  Judicial  District  civil  case  #  40-cv-15-[not  filed]; 

au.  Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  A  16-^^B 

av.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cv-l 

aw.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cvJ 

ax.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cv-| 

ay.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cv-| 

az.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cvJ 

ba.  U.S.  District  Court-District  of  Colorado  civil  case  #  16-cv-l 

bb.  Colorado  Court  of  Appeals  appeal  #  20170 


9.  As  evidenced  by  the  foregoing,  I  have  exhausted  all  avenues  of  relief. 


Jurisdiction  and  Reasons  for  Petition 


10.  I  have  exhausted  all  other  avenues  of  relief.  In  dealing  with  the  unlawful  and 

illegal  enforcement  of  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears 

balance  in  said  cases,  I  have  filed  over  700  court  documents,  I  have  written  over 

800  letters,  and  I  have  made  over  900  telephone  calls,  but  have  never  received 

even  a  sliver  of  justice  or  protection  for  my  family. V1  The  problem  here  is  that  the 

CFCs  and  Jeffco-DHS's  “racketeers”  are  purposely  refusing  to  adjudicate  my 

claims  and  administer  the  provisions  of  Title  IV-D  to  cover  up  their  crimes. 

C.A.R.  21(a)(1)  provides  that  “[s]uch  relief  [“the  original  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  issue  writs”  and  “the  Supreme  Court's  general  superintending 
authority”]  shall  be  granted  only  when  no  other  adequate  remedy,  including 
relief  available  by  appeal  or  under  C.R.C.P.  106.  is  available.” 
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1 1 .  Appeal  20 1  was  wrongly  dismissed  with  prejudice  due  to  more 

“case  fixing”  by  the  “present  CFCs”  (see  Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW 

-PART  EIGHT)  and,  although  still  pending  and  even  if  fully  successful,  appeal 

201 8C/^|will  only  put  a  small  band-aid  on  a  gaping  wound. 

Original  jurisdiction  under  this  rule  will  be  invoked  where  appellate  remedies 
are  inadequate.  People  v.  District  Court,  664  P.2d  247  (Colo.  1983);  Hawkinson 
v.  Biddle,  880  P.2d  748  (Colo.  1994);  Kourlis  v.  District  Court,  El  Paso  County, 
930  P.2d  1329  (Colo.  1997). 

A  proceeding  under  this  rule  is  appropriate  to  review  a  serious  abuse  of 
discretion  where  an  appellate  remedy  would  not  be  adequate.  Halliburton  v. 
County  Court  ex  rel.  City  &  County  of  Denver,  672  P.2d  1006  (Colo.  1983); 
Direct  Sales  Tire  Co.  v.  District  Court,  686  P.2d  1316  (Colo.  1984). 

12.  From  the  start,  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  at  Jeffco-DHS  have  acted  outside 

their  authority  and  in  excess  of  their  jurisdiction  (see  PARTs  THREE,  FOUR,  FIVE, 

SIX,  SEVEN,  and  EIGHT  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  and  Attachments), 

rendering  their  decisions  and  actions  void. 

Purpose  of  original  proceedings.  Original  proceedings  are  authorized  to  test 
whether  the  trial  court  is  proceeding  without  or  in  excess  of  its  jurisdiction  and 
to  review  a  serious  abuse  of  discretion  where  an  appellate  remedy  would  not  be 
adequate.  Margolis  v.  District  Court,  638  P.2d  297  (Colo.  1981);  People  v. 
District  Court,  Arapahoe  County,  868  P. 2d  400  (Colo.  1994);  Vail/ Arrowhead, 
Inc.  v.  District  Court,  954  P.2d  608  (Colo.  1998);  Kourlis  v.  District  Court,  930 
P.2d  1329  (Colo.  1997);  Hawkinson  v.  Biddle,  880  P.2d  748  (Colo.  1994); 
Semental  v.  Denver  County  Court,  978  P.2d  668  (Colo.  1999). 

An  original  proceeding  is  an  appropriate  way  to  challenge  a  district  court  ruling 
allegedly  in  excess  of  the  court's  jurisdiction.  Chavez  v.  District  Court,  648 
P.2d  658  (Colo.  1982). 
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13.  The  “present  CFCs”  and  racketeers  at  Jeffco-DHS  are  committing  treasonous 

crimes  against  my  family  and  are  out-of-control  (see  PARTs  SEVEN  and  EIGHT  of 

my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  and  Attachments) — e.g.,  the  CFCs  knowingly  issuing 

void  order  after  void  order  in  the  divorce  case  just  to  get  rid  of  me,  and  Jeffco-DHS 

unlawfully  and  illegally  taking  steps  to  foreclose  on  my  family's  paid  off  real  estate 

property  in  Evergreen;  which  this  court  has  the  authority  to  quash  and  remedy. 

Ordinarily,  relief  only  lies  to  prevent  the  lower  court  from  proceeding  further 
with  the  cause,  but  where  this  would  not  give  the  relator  the  relief  to  which  he 
is  entitled,  it  [the  supreme  court]  may  direct  that  all  proceedings  had  in  excess 
of  jurisdiction  be  quashed  and  the  order  entered  which  should  have  been. 

People  ex  rel.  Lackey  v.  District  Court ,  30  Colo.  123,  69  P.  597  (1902). 

14.  Furthermore,  this  case  is  more  than  just  extraordinary;  this  case  is  about: 

a.  The  intentional  destruction  of  my  family  for  profit; 

b.  The  theft  of  my  life's  work  and  my  family's  property; 

c.  State- sanctioned  and  -sponsored  brainwashing  of  my  five  children 
against  me — a  perfectly  loving,  willing  and  able  father — not  only  by  CAROL, 
but  also  by  an  army  of  other  hardcore  feminist  hatemongers  in  public  office; 

d.  State- sanctioned  and  -sponsored  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and 
my  rights;  deprivations  of  our  rights  to  protection,  redress,  due  process,  and 
other  government  functions  and  services;  obstruction  of  justice;  oppression; 
extortion;  theft;  theft  of  public  funds;  and  many  other  state  and  federal  crimes; 
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e.  The  takeover  of  our  courts  and  government  offices  by  rogue  officials; 

f.  The  “fixing”  of  court  cases  on  a  massive  scale  by  rogue  judges; 

g.  The  gaming  of  the  law  and  the  system  by  rogue  government  officials; 

h.  And  much  more. 

15.  As  I  now  know,  my  five  children  and  I  are  victims  of  a  “fixed”  divorce  in 
Jefferson  County  and  of  hundreds  of  state  and  federal  crimes  in  a  13-year  “case 
fixing  crime  spree”  and  “child  support  scam”  perpetuated  by  rogue  COUNTY  OF 
JEFFERSON  and  STATE  OF  COLORADO  officials  ( see  a  detailed  summary  of  my 
family's  ordeal  at  wwwfederalmcc. webs. com),  who  are  extorting  from  the  People 
of  Jefferson  County  and  ripping  off  the  American  People  through  the  Title  IV-D 
Child  Support  Enforcement  Program  and  other  federally  funded  programs,  which 
is  part  of  a  massive  nationwide  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  and  money  laundering 
operation  perpetuated  by  traitorously  rogue  officials,  who  are  operating  our  courts 
and  our  government  offices  like  a  mafia — far  outside  the  law,  even  outside  the 
statutes  and  codes  promulgated  by  their  “de  facto ”  corporate  government. 

16.  This  case  presents  an  excellent  opportunity  for  Colorado's  highest  court  and 
authorities  to  not  only  take  back  our  lower  courts  and  government  offices  and 
purge  Colorado  of  rogue  officials,  but  also  to  set  precedence  in  several  different 
subject  matters  to  ensure  that  no  other  Colorado  family  is  abused  like  mine  again. 
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17.  The  Colorado  Supreme  Court  has  a  duty  to  my  family  to  report  the  CFCs' 
crimes  and  the  authority  to  disbar  the  CFCs. 

C.R.C.P.  Rule  251.4.  Duty  of  Judge  to  Report  Misconduct  or  Disability.  A 

judge  has  a  duty  to  report  unprofessional  conduct  by  an  attorney  to  Regulation 
Counsel  pursuant  to  Rule  2.15  of  the  Colorado  Code  of  Judicial  Conduct. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-115.  Duty  to  report  a  crime.  It  is  the  duty  of  every  corporation 
or  person  who  has  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  that  a  crime  has  been  commit¬ 
ted  to  report  promptly  the  suspected  crime  to  law  enforcement  authorities. 

18  U.S.C.  §  4.  Misprision  of  felony.  Whoever,  having  knowledge  of  the  actual 
commission  of  a  felony  cognizable  by  a  court  of  the  United  States,  conceals  and 
does  not  as  soon  as  possible  make  known  the  same  to  some  judge  or  other 
person  in  civil  or  military  authority  under  the  United  States,  shall  be  fined  under 
this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  three  years,  or  both. 

Control  of  practice  of  law  is  judicial  function.  Questions  as  to  issuing  and 
revoking  of  licenses  to  practice  law  and  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof, 
determining  what  acts  do  or  do  not  constitute  the  practice  of  law,  punishments 
for  unlicensed  practices,  methods  to  prevent  the  unlawful  practices  of  law  and 
all  other  matters  pertaining  thereto  are  judicial  functions  and  fall  within  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  judicial  branch  of  the  government  made  up  of  our 
constitutionally  created  courts,  the  supreme  court,  district  courts  and  county 
courts.  Conway-Bogue  Realty  Inv.  Co.  v.  Denver  Bar  Ass'n,  135  Colo.  398,  312 
P.2d  998  (1957). 

This  article  grants  the  Colorado  supreme  court  jurisdiction  to  regulate  and 
control  the  practice  of  law  in  Colorado.  Unauthorized  Practice  of  Law  Comm. 
v.  Grimes,  654  P.2d  822  (Colo.  1982). 

And  supreme  court  has  exclusive  power  to  define  and  regulate  practice  of 

law  and  to  determine  the  qualifications  for  admission  of  persons  to  practice 
law,  as  well  as  the  correlative  right  to  discipline  those  licensed  to  practice  law. 
Denver  Bar  Ass'n  v.  Pub.  Utils.  Comm'n,  154  Colo.  273,  391  P.2d467  (1964); 
People  v.  Buckles,  167  Colo.  64,  453  P.2d  404  (1968). 

18.  The  Colorado  Supreme  Court  also  has  a  duty  to  the  People  of  Colorado  and 


12 


the  authority  to  take  back  wayward  courts  and  restore  trust  and  the  Rule  of  Law. 

Judicial  powers  can  only  be  exercised  by  those  entrusted  therewith.  The 

exercise  of  judicial  power  comprehends  more  than  the  use  of  perceptive  and 
reflective  faculties  by  which  legal  conclusions  are  deduced  from  the  facts.  The 
plenary  exercise  of  power  utilizes  other  attributes.  The  deliberate  assumption  of 
responsibility;  the  authoritative  expression  of  legal  conclusions  in  declaring  the 
sentence  of  the  law;  the  pronouncing  of  judgment  in  open  court  in  the  presence 
of  those  affected  thereby,  so  as  to  bind  and  control  persons  and  property;  the 
protection,  and  sometimes  loss,  of  life  and  liberty,  as  well  as  the  character  and 
fortunes  of  individuals;  the  establishing  of  precedents  affecting  cherished  rights 
of  persons  and  property  —  all  are  involved  in  the  exercise  of  judicial  power,  and 
illustrate  its  importance.  Such  powers  cannot  be  lawfully  exercised,  except  by 
those  entrusted  therewith  by  the  people  under  the  constitution.  De  Votie  v. 
McGerr,  14  Colo.  577,  23  P.  980  (1890). 

Impartial  role.  The  role  of  the  judiciary,  if  its  integrity  is  to  be  maintained,  is 
one  of  impartiality.  People  v.  Martinez,  185  Colo.  187,  523  P.2d  120,  affd,  186 
Colo.  225,  526  P.2d  1325  (1974). 

"Courts",  in  the  constitutional  sense,  are  the  tribunals  established  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  justice.  Dixon  v.  People  ex  rel.  Elliott,  53  Colo.  527, 
127  P.  930(1912). 

19.  In  conjunction,  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  and  other  high-offices  have  the 

authority  to  take  back  our  courts  and  government  offices  from  the  “traitors”  in 

Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  and  elsewhere  in  the  Judicial  Branch,  to  restore 

the  Rule  of  Law  in  Colorado,  to  ensure  the  People  of  Colorado  that  no  other 

Colorado  family  will  be  treated  like  mine  in  our  courts,  and  much  more. 

The  supremacy  of  supreme  court  "is  to  be  found,  not  in  the  extent  of  its  juris¬ 
diction,  or  the  amount  of  its  business,  but  in  the  paramount  force  and  authority 
of  its  adjudications,— a  force  acting  directly  in  controlling,  without  being  control¬ 
led  by,  other  tribunals,— an  authority  operating  indirectly,  from  the  respect  and 
deference  due  to  the  highest  tribunal  known  to  the  constitution  and  the  laws". 
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People  ex  rel.  Attorney  Gen.  v.  Richmond ,  16  Colo.  274,  26  P.  929  (1891). 

State  may  prescribe  regulations  to  secure  people  against  fraud.  A  state  may 
prescribe  all  such  regulations  as,  in  its  judgment,  will  secure  or  tend  to  secure 
the  people  against  the  consequences  of  fraud  and  may  institute  any  reasonable 
preventive  remedy  required  by  the  frequency  of  fraud,  or  the  difficulty 
experienced  by  individuals  in  circumventing  it,  especially  when  other  means 
have  not  proved  to  be  efficacious.  Zeigler  v.  People,  109  Colo.  252,  124  P.2d 
593  (1942). 

Issues  to  be  Resolved  and  Requests  for  Action 

20.  My  current  legal  questions  surrounding  CFC  ZENISEK's  blanket  dismissal  of 
the  12  separate  issues — raised  in  parts  one-six  of  my  petition  for  review  and  first- 
sixth  motions  to  set  aside  all  decisions — are  pending  in  appeal  20 1 which  I 
recently  asked  the  Court  of  Appeals  to  stay  pending  the  supervisory  actions 
requested  herein;  however,  the  appeal  appears  to  me  to  be  unnecessary,  following 
any  action  by  the  Supreme  Court,  because  the  Court  of  Appeals'  appellate  review 
will  be  limited  to  remanding  the  case  back  to  the  district  court  level  for  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  of  law,  and  other  adjudication  neglected  in  the  CFJD.  I  ask  the 
Supreme  Court  to  supervise  whatever  action  is  necessary  at  the  Court  of  Appeals 
and  to  ensure  that  the  CFJD  has  no  further  involvement  in  case  2005 

21.  Over  the  years,  I  repeatedly  urged  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  to  do  the  right 
thing,  stating  recently  in  each  of  the  initial  parts  of  my  petition:  “ Surely  now,  if  any 
one  of  those  I  refer  to  as  “case  fixing  criminals”  has  integrity  and  is  not  involved  in 
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the  racketeering,  they  will  step  forward  with  the  truth  and  end  this  farce,”  and 
stating  in  a  notice  to  Jeffco-DHS  Director  JOHNSON,  “  . . .  much  time  and  expense 
by  all  parties  can  be  saved  if  Jeffco-CSS  will  simply  find  and  declare  the  undisputed 
facts  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  that  the  arrears  balance  is 
zero,  as  they  were  required  to  do  from  the  start,”  but  no  one  responded.  While  my 
five  children  were  being  forced  to  grow  up  with  me,  I  repeatedly  and  desperately 
asked  the  criminals  to  simply  do  their  jobs,  but  they  repeatedly  refused;  so  now  I 
ask  the  supreme  court  to  order  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  to  pay,  out  of  their  own 
pockets — not  from  public  funds,  all  expenses,  the  state's  and  mine,  past  and  future 
( documentation  to  be  provided  in  the  future). 

22.  Furthermore,  because  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  were  knowingly  facilitating 
CAROL'S  frauds  upon  the  court,  thefts,  “parental  alienation,”  and  other  crimes,  I 
ask  the  supreme  court  to  order  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  to  pay,  out  of  their  own 
pockets — not  from  public  funds,  all  actual  costs  to  reunite  my  family  in  Colorado, 
including  but  not  limited  to  “parental  alienation  reunification  therapy,”  relocation 
and  housing  for  me  until  I  can  move  back  onto  my  land  and  into  my  home  located 
at  postal  service  address  and  all 

other  costs  until  my  family  is  made  whole  again  (< documentation  to  be  provided  in 
the  future). 
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23.  Regardless  of  where  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  cases  are  transferred,  I 
ask  the  supreme  court  to  supervise  the  taking  of  whatever  action  necessary  to 
achieve  full  and  final  judicial  and  administrative  resolution  of  all  outstanding 
issues  in  both  cases,  including  but  not  limited  to: 

a.  Judicial  and  administrative  findings  and  declarations  of  undisputed  facts: 

1 .  That  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid- in- full; 

2.  That  the  arrears  balance  is  zero; 

3.  That  my  children  and  I  are  due  reimbursement  from  Jeffco-DHS  for 
money  stolen  by  Jeffco-CSS  (in  amounts  to  be  provided  in  the  future)', 

4.  That,  at  the  time  of  their  first  offense  or  crime,  the  CFJD's  CFCs  and 
Jeffco-DHS's  racketeers  lost  whatever  jurisdiction  and  authority  they  may 
have  had  in  the  cases,  were  disqualified  by  operation  of  law,  and  rendered 
their  decisions  and  actions  null  and  void  by  operation  of  law; 

5.  That  my  marriage  to  CAROL  is  void  for  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE,  and  therefore  all  decisions  in  the  divorce  case 
and  Title  IV-D  case  are  void; 

6.  That  I  am  not  respondent  JOHN  reasons  stated  in  my 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO,  and  was  never  subject  to  the  divorce 
proceedings  nor  the  child  support  proceedings,  and  therefore  all  decisions  in 
the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  are  void; 

7.  That  my  child  support  obligations  were  satisfied  prior  to  the  divorce,  as 
reestablished  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE,  and  therefore 
all  decisions  in  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  are  void; 

8.  That  because  CFG  MUNSINGER  did  not  base  his  Permanent  Orders, 
including  the  child  support  order,  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law, 
as  alleged  and  proven  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR,  his 
orders,  and  all  decisions  based  on  his  orders — i.e.,  all  decisions  in  the 
divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case — are  void; 

9.  That  because  CAROL,  her  attorney  HUGGER,  Child  &  Family 
Investigator  NIERMANN,  and  others,  defrauded  the  court  on  all  material 
facts  to  influence  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order,  as 
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alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE,  Permanent  Orders,  and 
all  decisions  based  on  Permanent  Orders — i.e.,  all  decisions  in  the  divorce 
case  and  Title  IV-D  case — are  void; 

10.  That  any  one  of  the  offenses  or  crimes  by  original  CFCs  METNSINGER, 
JACKSON,  VOISINET,  or  NORTON,  to  facilitate  the  frauds  upon  the  court 
during  the  divorce,  and  any  one  of  the  offenses  or  crimes  by  present  CFCs 
MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  or  ALABISO,  to  facilitate  the  present  “case  fixing 
crime  spree”  or  “child  support  scam,”  as  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR 
REVIEW-PART  SIX,  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  the  divorce 
case  and  automatically  rendered  their  decisions  void  by  operation  of  law; 

11.  That  any  one  of  the  offenses  or  crimes  by  CAROL,  Jeffco-DHS,  and 
others,  during  their  post-divorce  “child  support  scam,”  as  alleged  in  my 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN,  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and 
authority  in  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  and  automatically  rendered 
the  decisions  in  both  cases  void  by  operation  of  law; 

12.  That  any  one  of  the  perjuries  or  frauds  upon  the  court  or  denials  of  due 
process  or  other  offenses  or  crimes  by  CAROL,  Jeffco-DHS,  or  the  CFCs,  as 
alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT,  caused  loss  of 
jurisdiction  and  authority  in  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  and 
automatically  rendered  CFC  ALABISO's  07/17/17  child  support  judgment 
void  by  operation  of  law;  and 

13.  All  other  undisputed  facts. 

b.  Judicial  and  administrative  findings  and  declarations  of  the  rights  of  all 

parties — Carolf^^^^^jpand  her  “strawwoman”  C A  R O L  John 

Mark^^^^Pand  my  “strawman”  JOHN  ar|d  each  of  our  five 

children — with  respect  to  our  family's  land  and  real  property  in  Jefferson 
County,  marital  property,  personal  property,  and  all  other  property; 

c.  Redivide  all  property; 

d.  Set  aside  all  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005DR^® 

e.  Reconcile  and  close  Title  IV-D  caseflHHHU^^B 

f.  Compensate  my  children  and  me  for  our  actual  injuries  {documentation 
to  be  provided  in  the  future),  provide  a  court  of  record  and  trials  by  juries  to 
settle  or  determine  our  other  damages,  and  provide  whatever  other  means  to 
fully  remedy  our  injuries; 

g.  Bring  the  rogue  judges  and  other  officers  of  the  court  to  justice;  and 
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h.  Fully  rectify  all  other  issues. 

24.  And  finally,  as  I  am  sure  other  issues  will  surface  along  the  way,  I  ask  the 
supreme  court  to  take  whatever  other  sua  sponte  action  deemed  necessary  from 
time  to  time  until  all  matters  brought  to  its  attention  are  fully  resolved  and  both 
cases  can  be  closed. 

Conclusion 

For  the  foregoing  reasons  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  should  issue  to  each 
of  the  three  respondents  herein  a  rule  to  show  cause  why  it  should  not  exercise  its 
superintending  authority  and  grant  the  relief  requested  herein,  should  take  judicial 
notice  of  the  fact  that  the  respondents  have  been  given  numerous  opportunities  to 
do  the  right  thing  and  it  is  too  late  to  keep  the  cases  or  act  now,  and  should  grant 
all  the  relief  requested  herein  in  the  interests  of  justice  for  my  family  and  other 
Colorado  families  similarly  situated  and  to  restore  and  protect  the  integrity  of  the 
judicial  branch  of  government  in  Colorado;  together  with  such  other  and  further 
sua  sponte  relief  deemed  appropriate  or  necessary  to  dispense  complete  justice  in 
all  matters. 

DATED  this  4th  Day  of  April,  2018.  UCC  1-308:  All  Rights  Reserved- Without  Prejudice, 

By  Petitioner:  John  Mark^^^^B 
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i  Special  Appearance,  Status,  Agency  and  Standing: 

I,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  am  making  special 

appearances  in  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  2005 D Title  IV-D  case^B 
all  associated  appeals,  and  in  this  petition  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court,  for 
purposes  of  addressing  an  out-of-control  “crime  spree”  against  my  family  in  Jefferson  County, 
including  the  issuance  of  numerous  void  decisions  over  the  past  13  years  against  my  “strawman” 
(the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  JOHN  John  an(-l 

other  derivatives  of  my  name),  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects 
in  these  cases — see  accompanying  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS. 

I  am  not  the  “respondent”  in  the  divorce  case  nor  the  “obligor”  in  the  Title  IV-D  case.  I  am 
not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto ”  corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies, 
rules,  and  other  “ color  of  law ”  means  of  revenue  generation  imposed  upon  my  “strawman”;  and  I 
am  certainly  not  subject  to  the  ultra  vires  acts — i.e.,  the  “case  fixing”  and  “rackeeteering” — of 
the  rogue  judges,  attorneys,  human  service  officials,  law  enforcement  and  other  wayward 
officials  in  Jefferson  County.  I  do,  however,  intend  to  abide  by  speed  limits  and  all  other 
constitutional  public  safety  laws. 

I  have  reclaimed  my  birthright  status,  have  rescinded,  or  am  in  the  process  of  rescinding,  my 
signature  on  all  fraudulent  consent  contracts  in  which  my  consent  was  obtained  without  full 
disclosure,  or  otherwise  by  fraud,  including  the  instruments  used  in  my  marriage  and  in  the 
above-referenced  divorce  case  (see  PARTs  ONE  and  TWO  of  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  in  my 
SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS),  and  I  recently  filed  UCC  Financing  Statements  in  Minnesota 
( Filing  Number^^^^^^^^B^  and  in  Colorado  ( Record  to  reclaim  my 

property,  including  my  family's  land  &  real  property  in  Jefferson  County. 

I  now  act  in  my  sovereign  capacity  on  behalf  of  my  family  and  as  agent  for  my  “strawman” 
pursuant  to  the  POWER  OF  ATTORNEY  attached  to  my  UCC  Financing  Statements.  My  standing 
in  the  above-referenced  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  is  as  “affiant.”  My  standing  in  the 
associated  appeals  is  as  “appellant.”  My  standing  in  this  case  is  as  “petitioner.” 


ii  Chief  Justice  Nancy  E.  Rice  must  recuse  herself ... 

...  unless  she  is  willing  to  take  whatever  action  necessary  to  bring  about  complete  justice 
and  protection  for  my  family,  including  making  amends  for  her  previous  negligence  and  other 
offenses  against  my  family  ( see  federal  lawsuits  in  cases  1 6-cv^^^^and  1  (5-cv-^^^p,  and  is 
willing  to  exercise  the  powers  of  her  office  to  the  fullest  extent  to  take  back  our  courts  and 
government  offices  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District,  to  take  back  the  Judicial  Branch  and 
restore  the  Rule  of  Law  in  Colorado,  and  to  ensure  the  People  of  Colorado  that  no  other 
Colorado  family  will  be  treated  like  mine  in  our  courts. 


iii  “case  fixing  criminals”-“case  fixing”-“crime  spree”-“racketeers”-“traitors”  ... 

...  are  just  what  the  words  imply.  In  my  pleadings,  I  now  call  the  corrupt  and  their  actions 
what  they  are.  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any  GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  ( who  are  not 
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involved  in  the  treason),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come 
together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil  people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 

The  original  “case  fixing  criminals”  (“CFCs”)  who  ruined  my  family,  the  “racketeers”  who 
stole  my  life's  work  and  the  “child  support  scammers”  who  extorted  what  my  children  and  I  had 
left  and  are  ripping  off  the  American  taxpayers,  the  law  enforcement  officials  who  obstructed 
justice  or  otherwise  aided  in  the  “crime  spree”  against  my  family,  the  “duty  neglectors”  who 
knowingly  looked  the  other  way,  and  the  present  CFCs  who  are  doing  everything  imaginable  to 
leave  all  matters  unresolved  and  to  keep  me  away  from  my  five  children,  are  much  worse  than 
merely  dishonorable,  and  more  than  merely  rogue — they  are  evil  people  who  break  the  law  with 
abandon  and  intentionally  harm  parents,  the  young,  the  old,  the  poor,  and  the  ignorant,  for  profit. 
And  they  should  all  be,  at  the  very  least,  fired  or  otherwise  removed  from  office,  impeached  if  a 
judge,  and  disbarred  if  licensed  to  practice  law. 

Court  cases  are  “fixed”  to  maximize  profits  for  corrupt  attorneys  and  other  court  cronies;  to 
maximize  federal  funding  for  the  racketeers  in  child  protection,  child  support  enforcement, 
probate  guardianship,  the  criminal  justice  system,  and  the  many  fake  government  subcontractors 
and  nonprofits  laundering  the  public's  money  into  private  pockets;  and  to  maximize  bribes  and 
kickbacks  for  the  CFCs  knowingly  orchestrating  the  massive  treason. 

Cases  are  fixed  in  a  variety  of  ways  by  judges,  attorneys,  prosecutors,  public  defenders, 
guardian  ad  litems,  law  enforcement  officials,  child  support  enforcement  officials,  and  other 
officers  of  the  court;  and  by  court  reporters,  court  administrators,  probation  and  parole  agents, 
treatment  specialists,  and  other  court  cronies;  who  are  willing  to  commit  crimes  such  as  fraud 
upon  the  court,  mail  fraud,  perjury,  subornation  of  perjury,  extortion,  conspiracy  against  rights, 
deprivation  of  due  process  and  other  rights,  acting  outside  authority,  issuing  false  orders  and 
fictitious  obligations,  etc.,  or  who  are  willing  to  obstruct  justice  or  influence  the  proper 
administration  of  law  by  refusing  to  investigate,  refusing  to  apprehend,  refusing  to  charge,  or 
otherwise  neglecting  official  duties,  executing  false  arrest  warrants  and  serving  other  unlawful 
orders,  processing  fictitious  obligations,  manufacturing  evidence,  framing  defendants,  falsifying 
documents,  altering  records  or  accounts,  tampering  with  witnesses  and  victims  and  juries, 
denying  access  to  the  court  system,  etc — more  at  www.prosealliance.org/case-  fixing. 

Case  fixing  is  never  done  out  of  ignorance  or  inadvertence  -  it  is  a  willful,  conspired, 
calculated,  treasonous  crime. 


iv  “Case  fixing  crime  spree”-“child  support  scam”-foreclosure  action,  etc  ... 

...  are  also  just  what  the  words  imply,  and  are  explained  in  great  detail  here: 

See  a  summary  of  the  crime  spree  at  www.federalmcc.webs.com:  allegations  of  crimes  in  the 
“child  support  scam”  at  www.prosealliance.org/lst-jud-dist:  a  growing  list  of  suspects  at 
www.prosealliance.org/jeffco:  and  evidence  of  Jeffco-DHS's  intent  to  steal  my  family's  land  & 
real  property  in  Jefferson  County  at: 

https://www.zillow.com/homes/for sale/Evergreen-CO- 
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Foreclosure  Trustee  or  Attorney: 

Name:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 

Address:  100  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  PKWY,  GOLDEN,  CO  80401 

v  For  example,  to  compel  compliance  with  Title  IV-D,  investigations,  etc.  . . . 

For  one,  I  have  repeatedly  requested  “review  and  adjustment”  of  child  support,  which  is 
mandated  under  Title  IV-D  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  under  Colorado  law,  but  it  has  never 
been  done.  The  transfer  of  the  Title  IV-D  case  to  a  different  county  should  end  the  deprivations, 
but  if  not  I  will  need  to  petition  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to  issue  a  writ  of  mandamus  to 
compel  the  services  neglected  in  Jefferson  County. 

Similarly,  I  have  repeatedly  reported  the  ongoing  “crime  spree”  to  local,  state  and  federal  law 
enforcement  authorities  in  Colorado  (not  knowing  that  many  are  involved  in  the  treason),  but 
have  never  received  any  protection,  investigations,  or  other  services  for  crime  victims.  Here  too, 
the  transfer  of  the  divorce  case  to  a  different  district  should  end  the  deprivations,  but  if  not  I  will 
need  to  petition  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to  issue  the  appropriate  writs  of  mandamus. 


vi  None  of  my  filings  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  have  been  adjudicated. 

In  dealing  with  the  never-ending  illegal  enforcement  of  the  known  fictitious  and  void 
child  support  order  and  the  known  fictitious  arrears  balance  over  the  past  12  years,  I  have  filed 
over  700  complaints,  motions  and  other  court  documents,  I  have  written  over  800  letters,  and  I 
have  made  over  900  telephone  calls,  to  authorities  in  Colorado,  Minnesota  and  Washington  D.C., 
but  have  never  received  even  a  sliver  of  justice  or  protection  for  my  family;  in  fact,  not  one  of 
my  hundreds  of  civil  claims  has  ever  been  heard,  adjudicated  or  redressed  in  any  way,  not  one  of 
my  hundreds  of  criminal  claims  has  ever  been  investigated,  charged  or  prosecuted,  and  not  one 
of  my  requests  for  services  to  Jeffco-DHS  has  been  fulfilled  or  even  answered. 

A  cursory  review  of  the  116-page  Register  of  Actions  in  2005DR^^shows  that  I  (acting 
pro  se — not  knowing  until  recently  that  I  am  not  the  respondent)  filed  over  100  court  documents 
seeking  various  forms  of  relief,  many  of  which  included  hundreds  of  pages  of  documentary 
evidence  to  prove  my  claims  therein;  that  none  of  my  claims  were  adjudicated;  that  all  of  my 
claims  were  denied  or  dismissed  on  technicalities;  and  that  domestic  relation  clerks  in  Jefferson 
County  have  been  involved  in  the  case  fixing  from  the  start,  failing  to  file  my  initial  court 
documents  in  November  2006,  which  contained  my  first  allegations  of  fraud  upon  the  court  to 
influence  the  child  support  order  and  other  “Permanent  Orders”  in  the  divorce. 


vii  As  direct  and  proximate  results  of  the  crime  spree  against  my  family: 

My  five  children  and  I  have  been  separated  from  each  other  since  May  2007; 

We  have  been  cutoff  from  all  communications  with  each  other  since  August  2008; 


21 


We  missed  out  on:  1000s  of  hours  of  my  parenting  time;  1 1  Thanksgivings;  12  Christmases; 
10  Spring  Breaks;  12  summer  vacations;  over  50  birthday  parties;  hundreds  of  school  activities, 
hundreds  of  sporting  events,  numerous  Girl  Scout  and  Church  events,  many  award  ceremonies 
and  celebrations;  thousands  of  family  suppers  and  thousands  of  evening  sports  sessions;  over 
5000  homework  sessions;  hundreds  of  teaching  opportunities  to  pass  along  my  faith  in  God,  my 
skills  as  a  home-builder  and  contractor,  and  my  abilities  as  a  father;  hundreds  of  “park-hopping” 
trips  and  other  family  outings;  over  50  camping  trips,  50  snowmobiling  trips,  50  skiing  trips,  and 
50  boating  trips;  our  long-awaited  ’once-in-a-childhood  Disney  trip';  thousands  of  hugs,  kisses, 
and  high-fives;  thousands  of  phone  calls,  texts,  emails,  and  talks;  and  all  other  moments  that  are 
typically  shared,  in  person  or  electronically,  by  parents  and  their  children; 

We  missed  out  on  all  5  of  my  children's  entire  high  school  experiences  and  graduations; 

In  2005,  my  kids  witnessed  the  intentional  destruction  of  their  family  by  traitors  in  our  own 
government;  and,  for  over  13  years  now,  they  have  been  subjected  to  ongoing  and  relentless 
attacks  on  their  family  by  an  army  of  rogue  government  officials;  they  have  been  subjected  to 
intense  and  relentless  government-sanctioned  brainwashing,  “Parental  Alienation,”  denials  of 
visitation  and  contact,  &  other  psychological  child  abuses  by  their  mother  and  her  sisters  and 
friends;  they  witnessed  many  things  as  kids  that  would  be  traumatic  for  an  adult  and  were 
subjected  to  true  domestic  terror  for  many  years;  they  were  totally  brainwashed  against  me;  their 
relationships  with  me  were  totally  sabotaged;  they  were  forced  by  their  mother  and  our 
government  to  grow  up  without  me — in  a  fatherless  environment  filled  with  greed,  hatred,  and 
crime;  they  each  lost  over  10  years  of  childhood;  and  they  do  not  know  what  reality  is  anymore; 

In  2005, 1  witnessed  the  intentional  destruction  of  my  family  in  Colorado,  and  everything  I 
had  from  25-years  of  backbreaking  work  was  stolen  from  me;  then,  despite  all  involved  knowing 
that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in- full,  I  was  enslaved  with  a  known  fictitious  and  void 
child  support  order  that  was  more  than  I  was  earning  at  the  time;  and,  for  over  13  years  now,  I 
have  been  subjected  to  ongoing  and  relentless  attacks  on  my  family  by  an  army  of  rogue 
government  officials  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota  and  Washington  D.C.  because  of  my  evidence 
of  their  wrongdoing;  I  have  been  stripped  of  all  my  rights  as  if  I  was  a  Jew  in  Nazi  Germany 
during  WWII;  I  have  been  repeatedly  denied  access  to  our  courts;  I  have  been  repeatedly  denied 
protection  by  law  enforcement;  I  have  been  repeatedly  denied  my  rights  to  redress,  due  process, 
honest  services,  equal  protection,  answers  to  complaints,  adjudication,  and  the  administration  of 
the  law;  I  have  been  subjected  to  intense  and  relentless  government- sanctioned  harassment  and 
stalking  by  my  ex-wife  and  her  friends  in  child  support  enforcement  and  child  protective 
services;  I  have  had  my  relationships  with  each  of  my  children  totally  sabotaged;  I  have  been 
denied  my  right  to  be  a  parent;  and  I  have  lost  over  13  years  of  parenthood; 

I  have  missed  out  on  over  13  years  of  what  is  most  precious  to  me  in  life:  my  family  and  my 
5  distinct,  unique  and  precious  relationships  with  my  children;  I  lost  my  parental  right  to  the 
care,  custody,  companionship,  and  love  of  my  5  children,  and  to  all  the  fruits  of  the  happy  family 
I  once  had;  and  each  of  my  children  lost  their  right  to  my  care,  custody,  companionship  and  love, 
and  to  all  the  fruits  of  the  happy  family  they  once  had; 

For  over  13  years,  my  children  and  I  have  suffered  from  the  intentional  inflictions  of 
emotional  distress  by  my  ex-wife  and  her  accomplices  and  the  rogue  officials;  I,  and  likely  each 
of  my  children,  have  experienced  severe  and  ongoing  emotional  distresses,  including  but  not 
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limited  to  suffering,  fright,  horror,  nervousness,  grief,  worry,  anguish,  shock,  and  anxiety; 

For  over  13  years,  I,  and  likely  each  of  my  children,  have  suffered  grievously  from  fatigue 
and  helplessness;  have  suffered  through  hundreds  of  sleepless  or  restless  nights;  have  suffered 
from  many  bouts  of  depression  in  varying  degrees,  have  suffered  from  an  indescribable  longing 
or  yearning  or  heartache  that  is  a  persistent  dull  but  terrible  pain;  have  suffered  from  lack  of 
concentration  and  flashbacks  to  past  good  and  bad  times;  have  suffered  from  fear  of  my  ex- 
wife’s  next  abuse  or  crime,  fear  of  my  ex-wife’s  sisters’  next  abuse  or  crime,  and  fear  of  my  ex- 
wife’s  friends’  next  abuse  or  crime,  have  suffered  from  fear  of  the  next  abuse  or  crime  by  the 
rogue  officials,  fear  of  the  next  visit  by  police,  fear  of  my  next  false  arrest,  fear  of  the  next  false 
order  by  a  rogue  judge,  and  fear  of  losing  even  more;  and  have  suffered  from  fear  of  the  future; 

I  have  been  falsely  arrested  10  times  and  falsely  imprisoned  for  over  9  months;  I  was  tazed 
during  one  of  the  arrests,  suffered  for  months  with  recurring  migraine  headaches,  and  was 
diagnosed  with  high  blood-pressure  for  the  first  time  in  my  life;  and  I  was  hospitalized  for 
several  days  with  bleeding  ulcers  and  had  to  take  a  medication  for  several  years  to  treat  them; 

My  children  and  I  have  suffered  for  years  from  the  stigma  caused  by  my  being  falsely  cast  in 
public  by  my  ex-wife  and  by  our  government  as  a  “Deadbeat  Dad,”  a  “felon,”  and  other  titles 
designed  to  portray  me  in  public  in  a  false  light;  I  have  suffered  from  defamation  of  my  character 
in  news  articles;  I  have  suffered  greatly  from  the  resulting  humiliation  and  disgrace,  and  have 
lost  a  great  amount  of  the  respect  and  love  I  once  had  from  my  children,  my  relatives,  my  friends 
and  my  supporters;  and  my  children  lost  the  truth  and  were  forced  to  live  in  a  web  of  deceit; 

I  have  missed  out  on  over  30  years  of  parent/child  relationship  with  my  first  child,  who  was 
murdered  by  my  ex-wife;  each  of  my  five  children  has  missed  out  on  a  relationship  with  their 
older  brother  or  sister  all  their  lives;  and  collectively,  we  have  missed  out  on  all  the  good  things 
that  go  along  with  the  lost  familial  relationships. 

I  have  been  deprived  for  over  13  years  of  my  right  to  educate  my  children  and  pass  on  my 
talents  to  them,  as  1  had  planned  all  through  my  career;  and  my  children  have  been  deprived  of 
my  knowledge  and  instruction  and  tutelage  throughout  their  adolescence  and  young  adult  life; 

For  over  13  years,  because  neither  my  ex-wife  nor  the  rogue  officials  would  step  forward  with 
the  truth,  I  have  been  separated  from  my  home,  my  business  headquarters  and  my  tools  and  work 
equipment;  I  have  been  without  a  driver’s  license  since  December  2006;  1  have  been  indigent  and 
supported  by  relatives  since  January  2007;  1  have  been  unemployed  since  October  2007;  and  1 
have  been  forced  to  work  double-time  hours  lighting  against  the  never-ending  pursuit  in  Colorado 
and  Minnesota  of  my  payment  of  child  support  for  the  second  time  so  the  states  can  profit  from 
federal  funding  in  the  Child  Support  Enforcement  Program;  in  addition,  although  my  child 
support  obligations  are  paid- in- full,  1  would  have  paid  more  iff  could  so  my  children  would  have 
had  some  extras,  but  because  of  the  ongoing  deceit,  my  children  have  suffered  the  loss  of  my 
extra  support  and  1  have  suffered  the  disgrace  of  being  supported  by  relatives; 

My  children  and  I  continue  to  suffer  substantial  damages  to  this  day,  including  great  pain  and 
emotional  distress;  and  we  will  grievously  suffer  until  our  family  is  reunited; 

We  will  suffer  from  irreparable  injuries  for  the  rest  of  our  lives;  and 

We  will  never  be  the  same. 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  5th  Day  of  April,  2018,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the 
foregoing  PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE  ( without  the  SUPPORTING 
DOCUMENTS;  see  my  MOTION  TO  WAIVE  RULES)  was  served  upon  the 
respondents  named  herein,  by  placing  said  document  in  the  United  States  mail, 
postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
ATTN:  Director  LYNN  A.  JOHNSON 
900  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  CO  80401  ’ 

DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON,  COLORADO 
ATTN:  Chief  Judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  Colorado  80401 


By  Petitioner: 


John  Mark 
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COLORADO  SUPREME  COURT 
2  East  14th  Avenue 
Denver,  CO  80203 

Petition  from: 

COLORADO  FIRST  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT 
DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON 

To  address  “crime  spree”  by  the  Dishonorable: 

Magistrate  JAMIN  M.  ALABISO, 

Judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK, 
Chief  Judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY, 
Jefferson  County  Department  of  Human  Services, 
Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office,  et  al. 

In  District  Court  case  #  2005 DR^B  and  in 

Title  IV-D  case  # 
dismissed  Court  of  Appeals  case  #  2017C^^^® 
current  Court  of  Appeals  case  #  2018CA^P 


In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner/Respondent:  CAROL 

Respondent:  JOHN  M. 

Special  Appearance  by  Petitioner: 
John  Mark^^^^Bl 


Intervenor/Respondent:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES, 

District/Respondent:  COLORADO  FIRST 
JUDICIAL  DISTRICT. 


*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 


Filing  Party  Name: 
c/o  postal  service  address: 

Email: 


John  Mark! 


/  Phone: 


Colorado  Supreme  Court 
Case  No.: 


SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


INDEX  TO  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  1: 


Tab  2: 


Tab  3: 


Tab  4: 


Tab  5: 


Tab  6: 


Tab  7: 


Tab  8: 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  ONE 
& 

First  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPJ 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  TWO 
& 

Second  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005D 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  THREE 
& 

Third  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPI 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  FOUR 
& 

Fourth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005D 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  FIVE 
& 

Fifth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DP| 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  SIX 
& 

Sixth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DR 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  SEVEN 
& 

Seventh  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005D 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  -  PART  EIGHT 
& 

Eighth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005D 


SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  1 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE 
& 

First  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPMB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COEORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DB^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE1 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^0-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  petition  the  newly 
designated  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”3  to  begin4  reviewing — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — the 
known  void  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the 
“case  fixing  criminal”5  named  JAMIN  M  ALABISO,  and  enter  an  order  setting  aside  said 


PART  ONE  alleges  and  proves  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and  nunc  pro  time;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR^d  Title  IV-D  cnsc^HH^HB 
and  Appeal  2017Cy4^SBf°r  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL  REVIEW 
JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and  magistrates 
for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger;  R.  Brooke 
Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton  Zenisek; 
Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are  involved  in 
the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required  oaths  of 
office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

PART  TWO,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  I,  the  living  human 
being,  John  Mark^^^^Q  have  reclaimed  my  birthright  status  and  have  rescinded,  or  am  in  the  process  of 
rescinding,  my  signature  on  all  fraudulent  consent  contracts  in  which  my  consent  was  obtained  without  full 
disclosure,  or  otherwise  by  fraud,  including  my  marriage,  this  divorce,  and  whatever  contract  the  intervenor  is 
enforcing  against  my  “strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  John  M^|^B  etc — created 

for  profit  by  our  foreign  enemies);  1  am  not  subject  to  the  “<7e  facto ”  corporate  government's  unconstitutional 
statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  other  “ color  of  law ”  means  of  revenue  generation  being  imposed  upon  my 
“strawman.”  PART  TF1REE,  if  necessary,  will  be  announced  in  PART  TWO. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  all  of  whom  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these 
evil  people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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judgment — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged 
herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  PART  ONE  of  this  petition  or  any  part  of  PART 
ONE,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  need  to  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over  the  next  few 
weeks,  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  starting  with  this  PART  ONE  to  establish 
the  fact  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void. 

3.  Attached  and  incorporated  herein  is  a  copy  of  my  10/06/17  “NOTICE  &  DECLARATION 
OF  NULLITY  [OF  OUR  MARRIAGE]”  to  the  petitioner,  which  was  recorded  in  Nicollet  County, 
Minnesota;  see  Office  of  the  County  Recorder  Document  No. 

4.  The  marriage  of  Carol John  Mark^ — which  was  the  premise  of 
this  divorce  case  2005DR^^  Title  IV-D  case|^^^^^^^^H§  and  numerous  other  cases — is 
now  officially6  declared  void;  see  MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW- 
PART  ONE  below . 

5.  The  facts  forming  the  basis  of  my  declaration  of  nullity  of  our  marriage  were  proven  on 
the  record  throughout  this  divorce,  as  follows: 

a.  The  petitioner  defrauded  me  into  marriage  with  the  intent  to  divorce  me. 

b.  In  or  around  1983,  the  petitioner  began  developing  a  secret  written  plan  to: 

1 .  seduce  me  and  get  pregnant  (see  my  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  (hereinafter  my 
“10/01/15  Exhibit  Book”)  filed  on  October  5,  2015,  along  with  my  motion  to 
modify  parental  responsibilities,  Exhibit  Al,  p.l); 

2.  murder  our  first  child  (see  10/01/15  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibit  Al,  p.2); 

3.  use  our  first  child  to  entrap  me  into  marriage  (see  10/01/15  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibit 
Al,p.2 )■ 

4.  divorce  me  when  I  had  succeeded  financially  (see  a  few  of petitioner's  hand-written 
notes  in  10/01/15  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibit  Al,  p.3); 

5.  defraud  the  family  law  courts  and  law  enforcement  in  her  divorce  (see  all 
petitioner's  filings  in  this  divorce  and  especially  10/01/15  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibits 
CO-3,  and  Exhibits  B1  to  B4); 

6.  defraud  our  community,  our  church,  our  relatives,  and  our  friends  (see  especially 
10/01/15  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibits  CO-1,  and  Exhibits  A2  to  A6); 

7.  defraud  our  children  and  me  (see  especially  10/01/1 5  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibits  CO-1, 
and  Exhibits  A2  to  A6); 

8.  steal  my  life's  work  (see  all  filings  in  this  divorce  and  especially  10/01/15  Exhibit 
Book,  Exhibits  CO-2  &  CO-3,  and  Exhibits  B1  to  B5); 

9.  brainwash  our  children  against  me  (see  especially  10/01/1 5  Exhibit  Book,  Exhibits 
CO-1,  and  Exhibits  A2  to  A7);  and 


In  my  self-governance  as  a  sovereign  Minnesotan,  I  do  my  own  research,  make  my  own  decisions,  and  make 
my  decisions  “official”  by  recording  them  on  the  public  record;  no  judicial  proceeding  is  necessary. 
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10.  completely  get  rid  of  me  from  our  family  (see  all  filings  in  this  divorce  and  all 
exhibits  in  10/01/15  Exhibit  Book) . 

c.  According  to  my  research,  fulfillment  of  any  small  part  of  petitioner's  diabolical  plan 
to  take  advantage  of  me  in  life  automatically  rendered  our  marriage  null  and  void. 

d.  The  petitioner  fulfilled  each  of  her  wicked  acts  as  planned,  and  therefore  she 
irrefutably  established  each  fact  by  her  own  words  and  actions. 

6.  All  of  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  in  this  wrongful  divorce  case — including  those  who 
destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago  and  those  who  have  continued  the  crime  spree  against 
my  family  to  this  day — not  only  know  about,  and  have  seen  evidence  proving,  the  foregoing 
undisputed  facts  proving  murder,  fraud,  theft,  child  abuse,  and  other  serious  crimes  by  the 
petitioner,  but  also  know  that  our  marriage,  and  all  decisions  based  on  our  marriage,  are  void. 

7.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  ALABISO's 
judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally  required  due  process  notice 
and  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  is  also  void  for  fraud  upon  the  court  because  the  deprivation  of 
due  process  was  intentional,  which  will  be  covered  in  future  parts  to  this  petition — both 
ALABISO  and  county  attorney  DAVIS  know  full  well  (in  addition  to  their  knowledge  that  the 
record  in  this  case  is  rife  with  evidence  showing  that  our  marriage  is  void)  that  they  were 
disqualified  from  this  case  when  they  committed  their  first  crime  against  my  family  and  were 
therefore  proceeding  without  jurisdiction  (this  will  be  more  fully  addressed  in  a  later  part  of  this 
petition);  see  MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  ONE  below. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to 
begin  reviewing  this  matter  by  finding  the  fact  that  the  marriage  of  Carol^^^^^^Band  John 
Mark^^^^Bhas  been  declared  void,  finding  the  fact  that  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in 
this  divorce  is  therefore  also  void,  and  entering  an  order  setting  aside  said  judgment;  together 
with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^0-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE  is 
true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  7th  Day  of  October  2017. 


All  Rights  Reserved 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  wholeheartedly  loved  your  mom  in 
spite  of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and 
friends  and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime 
spree  or  looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE 


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Void_marriage 

A  void  marriage  is  a  marriage  which  is  unlawful  or  invalid  under  the  laws  of  the  jurisdiction  where  it  is  entered.  A 
void  marriage  is  “one  that  is  void  and  invalid  from  its  beginning.  It  is  as  though  the  marriage  never  existed  and  it 
requires  no  fonnality  to  terminate.” 

Void  vs  voidable  marriage 

A  difference  exists  between  a  void  marriage  and  a  voidable  marriage  . 

A  void  marriage  is  a  marriage  which  has  no  legal  recognition  (was  not  legally  valid  in  the  first  place,  i.e.  is  void  ah 
initio).  Such  a  marriage  is  automatically  null,  although  a  declaration  of  nullity  is  required  to  establish  this.  Despite 
its  retroactive  nature,  children  bom  before  an  annulment  are  considered  legitimate  in  many  countries. 

A  voidable  marriage  is  a  marriage  which  can  be  canceled  at  the  option  of  one  of  the  parties.  It  is  a  valid  marriage, 
but  is  subject  to  cancellation  if  contested  in  court  by  one  of  the  parties  to  the  marriage. 

The  principal  difference  between  a  void  and  voidable  marriage  is  that,  in  the  case  of  the  former,  because  it  is  invalid 
from  the  beginning,  it  can  be  voided  ex-officio;  while  in  the  case  of  the  latter  it  is  only  the  spouse  himself/herself 
who  can  ask  for  an  annulment. 

Our  marriage  is  void,  not  voidable  because  it  was  never  valid  due  to  petitioner's  secret  intent  to 
end  it  someday.  Our  marriage  is  void  because  “fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into 
which  it  enters,”  see  Nudd  v.  Burrows ,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875),  and  “fraud  vitiates 
the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  see  United  States  v.  Throckmorton, 
98  U.S.  61  (1878). 

Because  our  marriage  is  void,  all  decisions  based  on  it — including  the  2006  child  support  order 
and  the  recent  child  support  judgment  in  question — are  automatically  void. 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 
Piersol,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  116  (1920) 

“Either  a  judgment  is  valid  or  it  is  void,  and  the  court  must  act  accordingly  once  the  issue  is  resolved.”  In  re 
Marriage  of  Hampshire,  261  Kan.  854,  862,  934  P.2d  58  (1997) 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 
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October  6,  2017 


Carol 


Return  Receipt  Requested 


Receipt  # 


RE:  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF  NULLITY  [OF  OUR  MARRIAGE] 

You  will  please  take  notice  that  this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF  NULLITY  is  presented  in  my 
sovereign  capacity.  Attached  and  incorporated  herein  is  my  10/06/17  Notice  &  Praecipe  to  the 
STATE  OF  MINNESOTA,  c/o  Nicollet  County  Office  of  Property  and  Public  Services,  which 
nullifies  our  marriage  license,  and/or  certificate  of  marriage,  and/or  any  and  all  other  STATE- 
sponsored  Consent  Contracts  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts,  and  w'hich  is 
served  upon  you  by  Certified  Mail  along  with  this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION.  The  purpose  of 
this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  is  to  declare  that  our  marriage  is  null  and  void. 

You  will  please  take  further  notice  that  I  recently  discovered  that  our  marriage  is  void,  ab  initio 
(from  the  beginning),  because  you  defrauded  me  into  marriage  with  the  intent  to  divorce  me.  In 
brief,  in  or  around  1983  you  began  developing  a  secret  written  plan  to:  1)  seduce  me  and  get 
pregnant;  2)  murder  our  first  child;  3)  use  our  first  child  to  entrap  me  into  marriage;  4)  divorce 
me  when  I  had  succeeded  financially;  5)  defraud  the  family  law  courts  and  law  enforcement  in 
your  divorce;  6)  defraud  our  community,  our  church,  our  relatives,  and  our  friends;  7)  defraud 
our  children  and  me;  8)  steal  my  life's  work;  9)  brainwash  our  children  against  me;  and  10) 
completely  get  rid  of  me  from  our  family,  any  small  part  of  which  automatically  rendered  our 
marriage  null  and  void.  And  according  to  your  plan,  you  accomplished  each  of  these  wicked  acts, 
irrefutably  establishing  each  fact  by  your  own  words  and  actions. 

Therefore,  I  hereby  repudiate,  nunc  pro  tunc  (retroactively,  from  the  beginning),  our  Marriage 
Contract(s)  and  any  and  all  other  Instruments  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Contract(s),  I 
rescind  my  signature  from  said  Contract(s).  and  I  declare  our  marriage  null  and  void,  ab  initio. 


Best  wishes, 

av 


Proud  father  of  our  six  children;  and  now, 


One  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of  America 


Minnesota  State 
Nicollet  County 


SWORN  TO  a 
-NQTfc:  Notary  f 


aiuTattested  before  me  was  John  Mark^^^^^on  this  6"’  day  of  October,  2017. 
'  function  does  not  change  status  of  sovereignty  or  jurisdiction  from  the  Land. 


OJUcX 


Notary  Public  .  U  /T)/)  1 9 

My  commission  expires 


if^AMANDA  LEE  DRAEGER: 

g'g&rej  Notary  Public- Minnesota 

’©BsSir  My  Commission  Ex&rm  Jan  31, 2018  ■ 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  9th  Day  of  October,  2017,  true  and  accurate  copies  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE  was  served  upon  the  petitioner  and  intervenor  by  placing  it 
in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

FIRST1  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DRBB 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”3  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case  #2005DR^^— including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant 
to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the 
following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  this  FIRST  MOTION  or  any  part  of  this  motion, 
a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  need  to  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  ONE. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  ONE,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^B  are  void  because  they  are  based  upon  a  void  marriage. 

1  This  FIRST  MOTION  corresponds  with  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  ONE . 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DRBB  Title  IV-D  case|^^B^^HB 
|B  and  Appeal  2017C^^BK°r  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  M^^^^BS  John  MBI^^B  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 
enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL  REVIEW 
JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and  magistrates 
for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger;  R.  Brooke 
Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton  Zenisek; 

Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are  involved  in 
the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required  oaths  of 
office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  1  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  move  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  enter 
an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  in  this  wrongful  divorce 
case  #2005  DR^® — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b) 
(3);  together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the 
circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  FIRST  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^®  is  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  7th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  9th  Day  of  October,  2017,  true  and  accurate  copies  of  the  foregoing  FIRST 
MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^was  served  upon  the  petitioner 
and  intervenor  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  2 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO 
& 

Second  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DFMB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^B 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO1 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  PART  TWO 
of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  newly  designated  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”3  for  his 
or  her  continuing4  review — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment 
entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal,”5  named  JAMIN 


PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and  nunc  pro  tunc ;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

PART  TWO  alleges  the  facts  proving  that  I,  the  living  human  being ,  John  Mark^^^^B  have  reclaimed  my 
birthright  status  and  have  rescinded,  or  am  in  the  process  of  rescinding,  my  signature  on  all  fraudulent  consent 
contracts  in  which  my  consent  was  obtained  without  full  disclosure,  or  otherwise  by  fraud,  including  my 
marriage,  this  divorce,  and  whatever  contract  the  intervenor  is  enforcing  against  my  “strawman”  (the  fictitious 
person(s) — JOHN  John  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign  enemies).  1  am  not 

subject  to  the  “de  facto”  corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  other  “ color 
of  law”  means  of  fraudulent  revenue  generation  being  imposed  upon  millions  of  unsuspecting  Americans. 

I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR^BI  Title  IV-D  case(^^^^^^^H 
BB  and  Appeal  2017CA^BBf°r  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL  REVIEW 
JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and  magistrates 
for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger;  R.  Brooke 
Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton  Zenisek; 
Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are  involved  in 
the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required  oaths  of 
office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

PART  THREE,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  my  child  support 
obligations  were  satisfied,  in  full,  until  adulthood,  for  each  of  my  five  living  children,  prior  to  the  petitioner's 
filing  of  her  wrongful  divorce;  and  therefore  the  child  support  order  is  contrary  to  the  facts  and  void.  PART 
FOUR,  if  necessary,  will  be  announced  when  I  file  PART  THREE. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
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M  ALABISO;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following 
under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  TWO  of  my 
petition,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over  the  next  few 
weeks  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  starting  with  PART  ONE  dated  October  7, 
2017,  which  established  the  fact  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void;  and  continuing  with 
this  PART  TWO  to  establish  the  fact  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  this  court  has  no 
jurisdiction  over  me,  in  my  sovereign  capacity,  following  my  repudiation  of  all  “STATE- 
sponsored  Consent  Contracts”  connected  with  our  marriage  in  which  my  signature  was  obtained 
without  full  disclosure,  or  otherwise  by  fraud;  and  therefore,  for  reasons  stated  in  any  one  of  my 
parts  of  this  petition,  all  decisions  in  this  divorce  case  are  void. 

3.  Attached  and  incorporated  herein  is  a  copy  of  my  10/06/17  “Notice  &  Praecipe; 
Nullification  of  marriage  license,  certificate  of  marriage,  and  all  other  STATE-sponsored  Consent 
Contracts  connected  to  my  marriage  to  Carol^^^^^^B’  to  the  STATE  OF  MINNESOTA,  which 
was  attached  to  my  10/06/17  “NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF  NULLITY  [OF  OUR  MARRIAGE]” 
to  the  petitioner,  which  was  recorded  in  Nicollet  County,  Minnesota;  see  Office  of  the  County 
Recorder  Document  No. 

4.  As  stated  in  my  Notice  &  Praecipe  to  the  STATE  OF  MINNESOTA,  I  repudiated,  nunc  pro 
tunc,  all  STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts  connected  to  our  marriage,  rescinded  my  signature 
from  said  Consent  Contracts,  and  declared  null  and  void  said  Consent  Contracts  and  any  and  all 
other  Instruments  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts,  which  includes  all  orders 
and  judgments  in  this  divorce  and  all  actions  by  the  intervenor  in  my  strawman's  Title  IV-D  case. 

5.  Now,  the  marriage  of  Carol John  Mark our  marriage 

license,  and/or  certificate  of  marriage,  and/or  all  other  STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts 
connected  to  our  marriage — which  were  the  premise  of  this  divorce  case  2005  Title  IV-D 

case^^^^^^^^^B  and  numerous  other  cases — are  officially6  declared  void;  see 
MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  TWO  below. 

6.  Furthermore,  I  have  completed  my  mission  to  reclaim  my  birthright  status  as  a  sovereign 
Minnesotan — i.e.  I  am  now  'one  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  People  of  the  united 
States  of  America'  and  'I  am  not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto ”  corporate  government's  unconstitutional 
statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  other  “ color  of  law ”  means  of  revenue  generation',  which  the 
“case  fixing  criminals”  have  been  fraudulently  imposing  upon  me  for  over  a  decade,  under  the 
name  of  my  strawman,  to  maximize  the  state  and  county's  thefts  from  the  American  People  by 
way  of  federal  funding  in  the  various  programs  associated  with  family  law  and  the  criminal 
justice  system,  to  maximize  their  thefts  from  me,  and  to  maximize  the  profits  of  all  the  attorneys 
and  other  court-cronies  involved  in  the  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation. 

7.  Therefore,  for  either  of  the  two  reasons  stated  herein — because  the  contracts  on  which 


GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 

In  my  self-governance  as  a  sovereign  Minnesotan,  I  do  my  own  research,  make  my  own  decisions,  and  make 
my  decisions  “official”  by  recording  them  on  the  public  record;  no  judicial  proceeding  is  necessary. 
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this  divorce  is  based  are  void  and  because  I  am  not  JOHN  anY  other  fictitious 

person  but  rather  a  living  human  being  and  free  man — neither  this  court  nor  the  intervenor  has 
any  jurisdiction  whatsoever  over  the  subject  matter  or  over  me  in  my  sovereign  capacity. 

8.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  magistrate 
ALABISO’s  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally  required  due 
process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  is  also  void  for  fraud  upon  the  court  because  the 
deprivation  of  due  process  was  intentional,  which  will  be  covered  in  future  parts  to  this  petition 
— both  ALABISO  and  county  attorney  DAVIS  know  full  well  (in  addition  to  their  knowledge  that 
the  record  in  this  case  is  rife  with  evidence  showing  that  our  marriage,  as  well  as  the  marriage 
license  and  other  documents  connected  to  our  marriage,  are  void)  that  they  were  disqualified 
from  this  case  when  they  committed  their  first  crime  against  my  family  and  were  therefore 
proceeding  without  jurisdiction  (this  will  be  more  fully  addressed  in  a  later  part  of  this  petition). 

9.  Surely  now,  if  any  one  of  those  I  refer  to  as  “case  fixing  criminals”  has  integrity  and  is 
not  involved  in  the  racketeering,  they  will  step  forward  with  the  truth  and  end  this  farce. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  find 
the  fact  that,  in  addition  to  the  declaration  of  nullity  of  the  marriage  of  Carol^^^^^^Band 
John  M ark  (established  in  PART  ONE  of  this  petition),  the  parties'  marriage  license, 

certificate  of  marriage,  and  all  other  STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts  connected  to  the 
parties'  marriage  have  been  declared  void;  find  the  fact  that  John  Mark^^^^phas  reclaimed  his 
sovereignty  and  is  not  the  fictitious  person  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  case;  find  the  fact  that 
because  the  child  support  judgment  is  based  upon  void  contracts  it  is  also  therefore  void;  find  the 
fact  that  because  the  child  support  judgment  is  entered  against  a  fictitious  person  it  is  therefore 
void;  and  enter  an  order  setting  aside  said  child  support  judgment;  together  with  such  other  and 
further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO  are  true  and 
correct. 

DATED  this  10th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO 


https://cn.wik  ipcciia.org/wiki/Void_con  tract 

Void  contract 

A  void  contract  cannot  be  enforced  by  law.  Void  contracts  are  different  from  voidable  contracts,  which  are 
contracts  that  may  be  (but  not  necessarily  will  be)  nullified. 

An  agreement  to  carry  out  an  illegal  act  is  an  example  of  a  void  agreement.  ...  A  void  agreement  is  void  ab  initio  . . . 
while  a  voidable  contract  can  be  voidable  by  one  or  all  of  the  parties  . . .  The  contracting  parties  do  not  have  the 
power  to  make  a  void  contract  enforceable. 

. . .  The  law  can  not  enforce  any  legal  obligation  to  either  party  especially  the  disappointed  party  because  they  are  not 
entitled  to  any  protective  laws  as  far  as  contracts  are  concerned. 

An  agreement  may  be  void  if  any  of  the  following: 

•  Made  by  incompetent  parties  (e.g.,  under  the  age  of  consent,  incapacitated) 

•  Has  a  material  bilateral  mistake 

•  Has  unlawful  consideration  (e.g.,  promise  of  sex) 

•  Concerns  an  unlawful  object  (e.g.,  heroin) 

•  Has  no  consideration  on  one  side 

•  Restricts  a  person  from  marrying  or  remarrying 

•  Restricts  trade 

•  Restricts  legal  proceedings 

•  Has  material  uncertain  terms 

•  Incorporates  a  wager,  gamble,  or  bet 

•  Contingent  upon  the  happening  of  an  impossible  event 

•  Requires  the  performance  of  impossible  acts 

http://blo2.lawdepot.com/what-makes-a-contract-invaIid/ 

The  Basic  Elements  of  a  Valid  Contract 

Offer  and  Acceptance:  The  two  basic  elements  of  a  valid  contract  are  “offer”  and  “acceptance.”  . . . 

Consideration:  A  valid  contract  must  [also]  have  the  element  of  consideration  (a  price  or  value)  exchanged  in  the 
agreement.  Consideration  is  not  limited  to  money,  and  can  include  a  right,  interest,  or  benefit.  Both  parties  must 
benefit  in  some  form. 

In  summary,  a  contract  is  valid  if  the  agreement  is  consensual,  [lawful],  backed  up  with  a  promise  of  consideration, 
and  it  is  executed  by  . . .  adult  parties  who  are  in  sound  mind — [all]  of  [whom]  intend  to  hold  up  their  end  of  the 
bargain. 

In  PART  ONE  of  my  petition,  it  was  established  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  not 
voidable  because  it  was  never  valid  due  to  petitioner's  fraudulent  inducement  and  concealment, 
including  her  secret  intent  to  divorce  me  when  I  had  succeeded  financially. 

Similarly,  our  marriage  license,  all  other  “STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts”  connected  to 
our  marriage,  and  all  other  Instruments  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts,  are 
void,  not  voidable  because  they  were  never  valid  due  to  any  one  of  the  STATE'S  breaches  and 
fraudulent  concealments,  including  but  not  limited  to: 

The  STATE'S  failure  to  offer  the  petitioner  and  me  [or  our  future  offspring]  anything  of  value; 
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The  STATE'S  failure  to  provide  the  petitioner  and  me,  or  our  offspring,  any  consideration; 

The  STATE'S  failure  to  fully  disclose  the  liabilities  and  other  legal  consequences  of  signing 
their  marriage  license  and  their  other  Consent  Contracts; 

The  STATE'S  failure  to  fully  disclose  that  their  marriage  license  and  other  Consent  Contracts 
would  enjoin  the  STATE  OF  MINNESOTA  and  other  STATES  and  other  corporations  and 
other  pseudo-goveming  bodies  as  third-parties  in  our  marriage  and  as  “parens  patriae”  for 
our  children  and  as  co-owner  of  our  family's  property,  and  would  obligate  each  member  of 
our  family  in  several  different  ways  to  the  STATE;  and 

The  STATE'S  failure  to  disclose  their  intent  to  restrict  our  rights,  steal  our  property,  use  our 
identities  and  the  identities  of  our  children  for  profit,  and  perform  other  unlawful  acts  'under 
color  of  law'  while  enforcing  their  known  void  contracts. 

Like  our  marriage,  the  STATE'S  marriage  license  and  other  contracts  connected  to  our  marriage, 
as  well  as  all  orders  and  judgments  based  upon  our  marriage  or  upon  these  contracts — including 
the  2006  Permanent  Orders  and  child  support  order,  the  recent  child  support  judgment  in 
question,  and  all  other  contracts  and  orders  resulting  from  or  based  upon  the  void  marriage  or 
marriage  contracts — are  automatically  void  because  “fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything 
into  which  it  enters,”  see  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875),  and  “fraud 
vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  see  United  States  v. 
Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878). 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828)  [See  PART  ONE  for  additional  citations  relevant  to  void  orders.] 

Furthermore,  unbeknownst  to  me  until  yesterday,  “No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a 
privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US  105  (1943).  If  only 
I  had  known  that  “If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the 
right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v.  Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969),  I  would  have  ignored 
the  STATE'S  enforcement  of  their  void  marriage  license,  their  void  child  support  order,  their  void 
driver's  license,  their  void  suspension  of  my  driver's  license,  and  all  the  STATE'S  other  “case 
fixing”  and  racketeering  tactics  carried  out  “under  color  of  law”  to  steal  from  my  family,  from  all 
State  Citizens,  and  from  the  American  People,  all  while  knowingly  “acting”  and  “practicing  law” 
without  authority  or  jurisdiction — PATHETIC  ! 

Now  that  I  am  a  free  man,  I  will  seek  case  law  to  quell  the  attacks  of  the  “case  fixing  criminals”: 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 
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October  6,  20 1 7 


TO:  STATE  OF  MINNESOTA 

c/o  Director  Mandy  Landkamer 
Office  of  Property  and  Public  Sendees 
Nicollet  County  Government  Center 
501  South  Minnesota  Avenue 
St.  Peter,  MN  56082 

RE:  Notice  &  Praecipe;  Nullification  of  marriage  license,  certificate  of  marriage,  and  all  other 

ST  ATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts  connected  to  my  marriage  to  Carol^l^^^) 

Greetings, 

You  will  please  take  notice  that  this  Notice  &  Praecipe  is  presented  in  my  sovereign  capacity1.  I 
have  rescinded  my  signature  on  the  voter  registration/rolls  in  Minnesota  and  Colorado  and  have 
reclaimed  my  sovereign  voter  status  of  Minnesota  Elector.  I  have  rescinded  my  signature  on  the 
power  of  attorney  Consent  attached  to  my  social  security  account  and  have  contacted  the  U.S. 
State  Department  and  Treasury  to  adjust  and  notate  any  and  all  of  the  federal  government's 
computer  listings  referencing  my  name  to  ensure  that  all  government  offices  recognize  and 
respect  my  sovereignty  to  its  fullest  measure.  1  am  currently  rescinding  my  signature  on  all  other 
fraudulent  Consent  Contracts  in  which  my  consent  was  obtained  without  full  disclosure, 
including  the  Instruments  used  in  my  marriage;  see  attached  a  copy  of  your  office's 
documentation  of  said  Instruments ,  and  a  copy  of  my  10/06/17  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF 
NULLITY  [OF  OUR  MARRIAGE],  served  along  with  a  copy  of  this  Notice  &  Praecipe  by  Certified 
Mail  upon  Carol ^^^^^^^and  recorded  in  Nicollet  County’  Minnesota . 

You  will  please  take  further  notice  that  I  recently  discovered  that  there  are  certain  liabilities  and 
other  legal  consequences  associated  with  the  documents  I  signed  during  the  marriage  licensing 
process  in  Minnesota,  which  would  have  dissuadedme  from  applying  for  or  signing  any 
documents  before,  during  or  after  my  marriage  on^^^^Bl990,  that  would  have  enjoined  the 
STATE  OF  MINNESOTA  or  any  other  corporation  or  governing  body  (the  “STATE”)  as  a  third- 
party  in  my  marriage  or  as  “parens  patriae”  for  my  children  or  as  co-owner  of  my  family's 
property  or  in  any  other  capacity,  or  that  would  have  obligated  me  or  any  member  of  my  family 
in  any  way  to  the  STATE,  even  if  the  liabilities  and  other  legal  consequences  had  been  fully 
disclosed  to  me  at  the  time  I  was  induced  into  signing  a  “marriage  license,”  and/or  a  “certificate 
of  marriage,”  and/or  any  other  STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts  connected  to  my  marriage. 
For  that  reason  and  on  that  basis.  I  hereby  repudiate,  nunc  pro  tunc ,  said  Consent  Contracts, 
rescind  my  signature  from  said  Consent  Contracts,  and  declare  null  and  void  said  Consent 

1  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  have  reclaimed  my  birthright  status.  I  am  not  subject  to  the  “de 

facto''  corporate  government’s  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  othei  “colowflaw"  means  of 
revenue  generatioiGmposed  upon  my  “strawman":  the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  M^^^^^^John 
JOHN  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign  enemies. 
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Contracts  and  any  and  all  other  Instruments  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts. 


In  my  sovereign  capacity,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  notify  any  and  all  interested  parties, 
officials,  offices,  and  others  who  may  be  concerned,  of  the  nullification  of  my  marriage  license, 
and/or  certificate  of  marriage,  and/or  any  and  all  other  ST  ATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts 
connectec^o  my  marriage  to  Carol  and  of  the  nullification  of  my  marriage  to  Carol 

to  make,  or  cause  to  be  made,  whatever  computer  entries  necessary  to  reflect  said 
nullifications  in  the  computer  systems  of  the  COUNTY  OF  NICOLLET  and  the  STATE  OF 
MINNESOTA;  and  to  take,  or  cause  to  be  taken,  whatever  other  actions  necessary  to  reflect  said 
nullifications  for  all  others  who  may  be  concerned  or  who  may  inquire  in  the  future.  No  answer 
to  this  instruction  is  required,  but  acknowledgment  of  compliance  would  be  appreciated. 


In  the  event  your  office  is  unable  or  unwilling  to  comply  with  this  instruction,  I  shall 
alternatively  require  of  your  office  evidence  of  your  official  Article  VI  Oaths  of  Fidelity  as  well 
as  the  policy  numbers  and  names  and  addresses  of  the  underwaters  of  your  Bonds. 


NOTICE  TO  AGENTS  IS  NOTICE  TO  PRINCIPALS. 
NOTICE  TO  PRINCIPALS  IS  NOTICE  TO  AGENTS. 


Respectfully, 


Proud  father  of  six  children;  and  now, 

One  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of  America 


Minnesota  State 
Nicollet  County 


SWO 

JOT 


N  TO  and  attested  before  me  was  John  Mark^^^^^on  this  6th  day  of  October,  2017. 
otary  function  does  not  change  status  of  sovereignty  or  jurisdiction  from  the  Land. 
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October  6.  2017 


Bv  CERTIFIED  MAIL 
Return  Receipt  Requested 
Receipt  #( 


RE:  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF  NULLITY  [OF  OUR  MARRIAGE] 


You  will  please  take  notice  that  this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  OF  NULLITY  is  presented  in  my 
sovereign  capacity.  Attached  and  incorporated  herein  is  my  10/06/17  Notice  &  Praecipe  to  the 
STATE  OF  MINNESOTA,  c/o  Nicollet  County  Office  of  Property  and  Public  Services,  which 
nullifies  our  marriage  license,  and/or  certificate  of  marriage,  and/or  any  and  all  other  STATE- 
sponsored  Consent  Contracts  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts,  and  which  is 
served  upon  you  by  Certified  Mail  along  with  this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION.  The  purpose  of 
this  NOTICE  &  DECLARATION  is  to  declare  that  our  marriage  is  null  and  void. 

You  will  please  take  further  notice  that  I  recently  discovered  that  our  marriage  is  void,  ub  initio 
(from  the  beginning ),  because  you  defrauded  me  into  marriage  with  the  intent  to  divorce  me.  In 
brief,  in  or  around  1983  you  began  developing  a  secret  written  plan  to:  1)  seduce  me  and  get 
pregnant;  2)  murder  our  first  child;  3)  use  our  first  child  to  entrap  me  into  marriage;  4)  divorce 
me  when  I  had  succeeded  financially;  5)  defraud  the  family  law  courts  and  law  enforcement  in 
your  divorce;  6)  defraud  our  community,  our  church,  our  relatives,  and  our  friends;  7)  defraud 
our  children  and  me;  8)  steal  my  life's  work;  9)  brainwash  our  children  against  me;  and  10) 
completely  get  rid  of  me  from  our  family,  any  small  part  of  which  automatically  rendered  our 
marriage  null  and  void.  And  according  to  your  plan,  you  accomplished  each  of  these  wicked  acts, 
irrefutably  establishing  each  fact  by  your  own  words  and  actions. 

Therefore.  I  hereby  repudiate,  nunc  pro  tunc  ( retroactively ,  from  the  beginning ),  our  Marriage 
Contract(s)  and  any  and  all  other  Instruments  resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Contract(s),  I 
rescind  my  signature  from  said  Contract(s).  and  I  declare  our  marriage  null  and  void,  ab  initio. 


Best  wishes, 
Itu+Ui  pps 


One  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of  America 


Minnesota  State 
Nicollet  County 


SWORN  TO  and  attested  before  me  was  John  Mark! 


_ m  this  6th  day  of  October.  2017. 

NOTE:  Notary  fiipction  does  not  change  status  of  sovereignty  or  jurisdiction  from  the  Land. 

//  !) 


ffiO'CM  L  / 


Notary  Public  '  3 

My  commission  expires^ 


2,/tr 
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“  ^AMANDA  LEE  DRAEGER  j 

Notary  Public-Minnesota 

'MyCorvnteatonExp(r««Jan31,2019; 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  1 1th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO  was  served  upon  the  petitioner  and  the  intervenor  by 
placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

SECOND1  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DRBB 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”3  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case  #2005DR^^— including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant 
to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the 
following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this  SECOND  MOTION,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  need  to  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  TWO. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  TWO,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void  because  they  are  based  upon  a  void  marriage  license,  and/or 

1  This  SECOND  MOTION  corresponds  with  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TWO. 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DIBB  Title  IV-D 

|B  and  Appeal  2017C^^BKor  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  M^^^^BS  John  MBI^^B  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 
enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL  REVIEW 
JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and  magistrates 
for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger;  R.  Brooke 
Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton  Zenisek; 

Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are  involved  in 
the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required  oaths  of 
office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  1  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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void  certificate  of  marriage,  and/or  other  void  “STATE-sponsored  Consent  Contracts”  connected 
to  the  void  marriage  of  Carol^^^^^^Band  John  Mark^^^^B  and/or  other  void  Instruments 
resulting  from  or  based  upon  said  Consent  Contracts,  which  includes  all  orders  and  judgments  in 
this  divorce  and  all  actions  by  the  intervenor  in  my  strawman's  Title  IV-D  case. 

4.  Furthermore,  for  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  TWO,  all 
decisions  in  this  divorce  case  #2005DR^^are  void  because  I  am  not  the  “respondent  JOHN  M 

or  any  other  fictitious  person,  but  rather  a  living  human  being  and  free  man,  not  at  all 
subject  to  the  “ de  facto ”  corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules, 
and  other  “ color  of  law ”  means  of  revenue  generation,  which  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  have 
been  fraudulently  imposing  upon  me  for  over  a  decade,  under  the  name  of  my  strawman. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
“fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case 
fixing  criminals”  in  this  wrongful  divorce  case  #2005  DR^^ — including  Permanent  Orders  and 
all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed 
reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  SECOND  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DF^J)  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  10th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  1 1th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
SECOND  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DRflPwas  served  upon  the 
petitioner  and  intervenor  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 


2 


SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  3 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE 

& 

Third  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DRMB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^B 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  make  a  special  appearance1  in  this  case  and  submit  PART 
THREE  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  newly  designated  “fair  and  impartial  review 
judge”2  for  his  or  her  continuing3  review — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — of  the  known  void  child 
support  judgment  entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing 
criminal”4  named  JAMIN  M  ALABISO;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged 
herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  peijury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  THREE  of  my 
petition,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 


I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR^®  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^B 
and  Appeal  2017CJ4^H§for  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL  REVIEW 
JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and  magistrates 
for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger;  R.  Brooke 
Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton  Zenisek; 

Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are  involved  in 
the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required  oaths  of 
office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

PART  FOUR,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  the  divorce  judge 
did  not  base  the  child  support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support  order 
is  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  it  is  void.  PART  FIVE,  if  necessary,  will  be  announced  when  I  file  PART  FOUR. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over 
the  next  few  weeks  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio 
and  mine  pro  tunc,  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child 
support  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  person  (the  “strawman”) — “JOHN  M. 

— named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “de  facto ” 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

c.  This  PART  THREE  alleges,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed  facts 
that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  and  the  state 
actors  were  legitimate  and  not  racketeering,  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied. 

3.  As  repeatedly  alleged  and  proven  in  this  divorce  case  2005DR^®  in  the  intervenor's 
Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^Bi  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  20 1  1 in  numerous 
other  cases  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota,  and  now,  again,  for  the  last  time,  as  follows,  my  child 
support  obligations  were  satisfied,  in  full,  until  adulthood,  for  each  of  my  five  living  children, 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petitioner's  wrongful  divorce  in  2005;  see  referenced  evidence  in 
“Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE 

a.  Early  in  our  marriage,  in  what  we  referred  to  as  our  “Grand  Plan,”  the  petitioner 
(“Carol”)  and  I  agreed  that  she  would  take  care  of  the  domestic  chores  and  I  would  run  my 
small  construction  business  for  everyday  expenses,  invest  in  real  estate,  build  our  family’s 
homes,  and  strive  to  payoff  all  debts;  and,  if  accomplished,  I  would  semi-retire  and  we 
would  reverse  roles. 

b.  I  worked  double-time  hours  (over  80  hours/week)  for  much  of  my  25-year  career, 
essentially  cramming  two  careers  into  one  to  reach  our  goals,  so  that  I  could  spend  the 
maximum  amount  of  time  possible  with  our  kids  while  they  were  growing  up,  as  I  had  a  lot 
to  teach  them. 

c.  I  remodeled  our  first  home  in  Aurora,  and  framed,  sided,  and  general  contracted  the 
construction  of  our  second  home  on  2.5  acres  north  of  Denver;  see  Attachment,  p.l. 

d.  In  1997, 1  purchased  27  acres  of  vacant  land  in  the  foothills  west  of  Denver  for  our 
third  home  and  my  business  headquarters  during  my  semi-retirement,  which  is  now  known 

see  Attachment, 

e.  Between  1997  and  2000, 1  designed,  see  Attachment,  p.3,  and  built  our  family's 
“temporary”  home  and  my  business  headquarters  on  the  property,  see  Attachment,  p.4. 

f.  I  accomplished  our  Grand  Plan  when  I  finished  construction  of  our  home  in  April 
2000,  and  paid  off  our  mortgage  and  all  our  debts  shortly  thereafter. 

g.  In  addition,  I  had  ample  savings,  equity,  assets,  and  prospective  semi-retirement 
income  to  pay  any  other  financial  obligations  for  my  children’s  entire  upbringing. 

h.  In  2002,  after  a  one  year  stint  in  a  fluke  job  in  which  I  earned  the  highest  income  of 
my  career,  I  began  semi-retiring  and  role  reversing  with  Carol  as  agreed. 
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i.  I  continued  operating  my  business — — but  at  a  much-reduced 
capacity,  installing  retaining  walls  and  doing  other  work  of  which  I  was  accustomed. 

j.  My  semi-retirement  income  was  less  than  $20,000.00  per  year,  but  paid  all  the  bills 
since  our  mortgage  and  other  debts  were  paid-off  and  we  heated  our  house  with  wood. 

k.  For  about  two  years  prior  to  Carol’s  divorce,  I  was  our  children’s  primary  caregiver. 

l.  During  this  time,  I  attended  the  parent/teacher  conferences  and  other  school  events, 
most  of  our  4  boys’  soccer  games,  most  of  our  kids'  other  activities,  and  most  religious 
events,  up  until  Carol’s  assassination  of  my  character  in  our  church  and  all  around  our 
community. 

m.  Between  2002  and  2005, 1  improved  our  property  in  preparation  for  our  children's  and 
my  future  family  business  of  making  log  structures,  such  as  gazebos,  decks,  bridges,  and 
furniture,  so  our  children  could  earn  money  during  high  school  and  college,  choose  to  run  as 
their  career,  and/or  fall  back  on  as  they  began  their  careers  elsewhere. 

n.  the  future  family  business  were  headquartered  on  our  property,  had 
a  1750  square  foot  shop,  a  large  work  area  for  processing  logs  in  front  of  the  shop,  and  two 
offices;  and  the  27  acres  has  thousands  of  trees,  which  would  have  provided  a  lifetime 
supply  of  wood  for  our  projects. 

o.  Between  2002  and  2005, 1  harvested  hundreds  of  trees,  and  draw-knifed  and  stockpiled 
logs  and  limbs  for  our  family  business;  see  Attachment,  p.5,  and  in  2004, 1  began  building  a 
log  storage  shed  to  free  up  space  in  my  shop  for^^^^^^Hi  see  Attachment,  p.6. 

p.  All  through  our  marriage,  I  was  the  sole  decision  maker  for  our  family. 

q.  After  refusing  since  2002  to  restart  her  career  as  agreed,  in  the  fall  of  2004  Carol 
began  working  for  a  tax  preparation  firm,  as  instructed  by  her  attorney,  who  later  used  it  to 
defraud  the  divorce  judges  and  influence  their  orders. 

r.  In  late-2004,  Carol  reneged  on  all  our  agreements  in  our  Grand  Plan. 

s.  Just  prior  to  filing  for  divorce,  Carol  agreed  to  move  in  the  best  interests  of  our 
children,  but  then  reneged  on  that  agreement  too  a  few  weeks  later,  as  urged  by  her  lawyer. 

t.  Regardless  of  our  Grand  Plan,  though,  because  “ child  support’ ’  is  defined  as  the 
parents'  responsibility  to  provide  for  the  basic  needs  of  their  minor  children,  which  are 
shelter,  food,  clothing,  and  education,  and  because  I  had  paid  my  financial  obligations  for 
my  children's  entire  upbringing,  in  full,  until  adulthood,  prior  to  Carol's  divorce,  my  child 
support  obligations  are  paid-in-full;  see  further  information  and  proof  in  Attachment,  p.  7. 

4.  The  courts'  repeated  failure  to  judicially  find  these  facts,  and  the  intervenor’s  repeated 
failure  to  administratively  find  these  facts,  as  well  as  the  repeated  failure — by  the  petitioner  and 
everyone  else  involved  who  has  a  duty  of  care  to  my  children  and  me — to  acknowledge  my 
satisfaction  of  this  obligation,  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  in  their  respective  cases  and  rendered  at 
least  the  child  support  order  void  (to  be  alleged  in  a  future  part  to  this  petition). 

5.  The  simple  fact  that  the  petitioner  was  able  to  fully  support  our  five  children  on  her  part- 
time  income  for  years  after  her  wrongful  divorce  speaks  for  itself. 

6.  The  facts  and  evidence  establishing  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full 
have  never  been  disputed  by  the  petitioner,  the  intervenor,  or  anyone  else. 
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7.  The  facts  alleged  herein  are  irrefutable  and  the  evidence  attached  cannot  be  rebutted. 

8.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  magistrate 
ALABISO’s  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally  required  due 
process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  is  also  void  for  fraud  upon  the  court  because  the 
deprivation  of  due  process  was  intentional  (which  will  be  covered  in  future  parts  to  this  petition) 
— ALABISO,  county  attorney  MARGARET  DAVIS,  the  petitioner,  and  many  others  involved  in 
this  case,  know  full  well  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied  and  that  by  not  stepping 
forward  with  the  truth  they  are  guilty  of  several  state  and  federal  crimes  and  liable  for  damages. 

9.  Surely  now,  if  any  one  of  those  I  refer  to  as  “case  fixing  criminals”  has  integrity  and  is 
not  involved  in  the  racketeering,  they  will  step  forward  with  the  truth  and  end  this  farce. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  find 
the  fact  that  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  Mark^^^^Phas  satisfied  his 
financial  obligations  to  raise  his  children,  and  to  enter  an  order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(4) 
setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in  divorce  case  2005  DR^®  on  July  17,  2017; 
together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE  are  true 
and  correct. 

DATED  this  14th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE 


GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  116  (1920) 

Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969) 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 
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Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE 

Relevant  evidence  proving  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full. 
Prepared  for  divorce  case  2 005 by  affiant  John  Mark  on  October  13,  2013 


( sold  in  1995 ) 


l 


Legal  Description  of| 


ESCROW  (JO- ; 
’date  l 


Hay  24  1996 


f 

RECEPTION  MO. 


"EKt±£brr  a" 
LEGAL  DESCRIPTitOfl 


A  tract  Of  land  situated 


spinning  at  the  point  of  intersection  or  tno  worth  line  of  said  East 
i/2  of  the  Southeast  1/4  with  the  westerly  right  of  way  lint  of  US 
Highway  40,  from  whence  the  East  1/4  corner  of  said  section  s  bears  S . 
flfi  dag.  2D'34M  E.  a  distance  of  iQ4fi.Z3  feat; 

thence  S  i  GO  deg*  os '49"  e,  along  the  said  right  Of  way  a  distancu  of 
355. G(J  feat  to  an  angle  point  in  said  right  of  way  line;  thencs  S,  29 
dog.  5ifia"  (i.  a  distance  of  34.  e?  feat  to  a  point  on  a  curve  of  said 
right  of  way  line  with  radius  of  377.4H  feet  through  a  central  angle  of 
S3  dog.  37'0Qn  and  chord  which  bears  5+  IS  dog.  E.  a  distance  of 

soi. 19  feet/ 

thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve  to  the  tight  a  distance  of  £&0*?7 
foot;  thence  leaving  said  curve  on  a  line  radial  to  said  curve  S>  96 
deg.  3l'4eM  E,  a  distance  of  23.99  feet  to  an  angle  points  in  the  said 
right  of  way  line; 

thence  S.  23  d*g,  28'12M  W,  a  distance  of  94. 2$  foot  to  the  point  of 
curvature  of  a  curve  to  the  left  with  a  radius  of  547.37  feet  through  a 
central  angle  of  sc  deg.  24'0Qlf;  thence  along  the  curve  a  di chance  of 
325.41  foot;  thence  leaving  said  curve  on  tt  line  radial  to  said  curve  N, 
27  deg.  G4fl3"  E.  a  distance  of  20.00  feet  to  an  angle  point  in  said 
right  of  way  line;.  .  ... 

thence  S.  "62  deg.  55f4fi"  E.  ft  long  the  right  Of  way  iinr.  .t  d  [  efcfiPiFif*  nf 
177.47  foot  to  the  point  of  curvature  of  a  curve  to  the  right  with  a 
radius  of  1U95.72  feet  through  a  central  angle  of  13  deg.  i&'lG"; 
thence  along  the  are  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  254.42  feet  to  the 
point  of  intersection  of  the  said  right  of  way  lino  with  the  East  line 
of  said  Southeast  1/4;  thinfie  S.  GO  deg.  CS'iiu  E.  along  the  said  East 
lino  of  the  Southeast  1/4  a  distance  of  324.71  feet  to  the  point  of 
in ter sect ion  with  the  Northerly  right  of  way  line  of  inter at ate  Highway 
us  1-.70;  .  .  .  ‘  . 

thence  N.  70  deg.  54 '00"  W.  a  distance  of  419,11  feet;  thepao  N.  40  deg. 
35' 3 Q"  W.  a  distance  Of  7  04.20  feat;  tbehCQ  )L  £3  deg.  22 '00"  W.  fl 
diatanca  of  400. DO  feet  to  the  point  of  intersection  of  the  said  right 
of  way  line  with  the  West  line  -of  the  said  East  1/2  af  the.  Southeast 
3/4; 

thence  H.  Go  deg.  24'35,h  W.  along  the  said  East  line  a  distance  of 
1404.9?  feet  to  the  Northwest  corner  of  said  East  1/2  of  the  Southeast 
1/4;  thence  S.  86  dog.  10'34,r  s.  a  distance  of  73b. 9ft  feet  to  U:i  point 
of  beginning? 

County  of  Jefferson,  State  of  Colorado. 
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My  Semi-retirement  Business  &  the( 

headquartered 


|Family's  Future  Business 


My  Building  Plans 

Front  page  of  my  plans  submitted  to  Jeffco  Planning  &  Zoning  for  my  building  permit: 
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Our  'Barn' 

Our  temporary  home  and  my  business  headquarters 

[Pictures  from  Respondent's  exhibit  RR  in  05DF^^j 


My  shop  on  1st  level, 


Future  home  would  have  been  on  this  side: 


Aerial  views  of  27  acres,  1/3  mile  driveway, 
barn,  and  log  processing  area  in  front  of  barn: 
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Logs  and  Storage  Shed  Under  Construction 

[From  Respondent's  exhibit  LL  in  05DF^^j 
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We’ll  do  it  right.  Now. 


My  plans  for  the  storage  shed  under  construction  when  Carol  filed  for  divorce: 


My  storage  shed  under  construction;  Joe's  Dodge  pickup: 
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All  Factors  of  “Child  Support”  Paid-in-Full 

[From  Exhibits  on  file  in  05DF^^j 

As  commonly  known  and  defined,  “child  support”  is  the  parents’  responsibility  to  provide  the  basic 
needs  of  their  children  while  minors.  Basic  needs  are  shelter,  food,  clothing  and  education. 


SATISFACTION  OF  THE  SHELTER  RESPONSIBILITY: 

Shortly  after  completing  our  "Grand  Plan"  in  April  2000, 1  paid  off  our  mortgage,  our  vehicles,  our 
credit  cards,  and  and  all  other  debts.  A  few  days  before  Carol  filed  for  divorce,  I  paid  off  our  equity  line 
of  credit: 


/ 
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'Yells  F*T£i>Consimvr  I  jvm  Savicuig  Cca 
P.O.  Box  S|SV/ 

BiUtAgKMl'  39103 

W\'U>F«r«-oJtanl 
2H.VS  nr.iTjjntcP^i-.va) 

Colorado  Sjiiinjjx,  co  smin 


oan  i  n  :ao5 


n 


i>ffd  or  trust 


DIJHNITIONS 


;u  rrmUiple  section;  of  ibis  docuiucut  are  detinsd  Mow  ml  ether  words  are  defined  in 
Secliueu  .1. i  I,  13,  IS,  20  raid  21.  Certain  mien  rrp-.irriing  :bc  tiatc  of  voids  used  in iliU  dix  imv-ni  .hr 
n'so  provided  ,n  Scuioii  16l 

(A)  "SwuillJ  lasInuiK-nl"  ireniw  rhi*  dOCuJU'Ul.  wlixli  »  dated  SrPTKMBER  29,  20UI  Lugiilier 
vjlii  all  Rider*  so  this  div.iioi.-m 
lit)  "Borrower"  U  JOHN  CAHO 

fcCtlOwci  U  llie  tiuxloT  under  :l' 

«."l  "I iMidcr’ 1  j>  Wells  ltugi>  llarilc  West,  N.iriona;  Association. 

I  j'lH.  t  is  a  Nabixnl  Hanking  A'HOciarioti  and  existing  under  lire  Java  ot  United  States  of 

America. 

I  enter*  txMrciS  is  12000  PECOS  STREET.  WES  IMiMU  liR.  CO. 

Lendei  is  tile  beneficiary  under  i/iu  Sicu.-iiv  InsiivmenL 

|T>|  '"IVrtSlW"  is  11m  Public  Tnrsrne  r>f  JLFFERSUV  Courts',  Cokxinio, 

ID  "  Vole"  means  the  pi ouiisiojy  uulc  denied  by  Borrower  and  d fired  SfPrEMBLR  2S.  2i>;||). 
TKe'NWte  'rains  tlwt  if  ou  ewer  owes  terrier  ONE  UUNORKU  THOUSAND  L.  OfViOO  Dollar'  iC  V 
S  UKMXXJ.tiU  p.us  inleres!.  Biurmwrr  h.is  pi  Oiuucd  to  pay  Oils  debt  in  regular  Period PayiiMtii;  null  to 
fity  the  dehl  in  full  nm  Inter' ilua  SbPTfcMBbR  29.2030. 

(f  )  "Properly"  neon'  lbs  property  rh.tr  U  described  below  under  the  heading  *  Transfer  rif  ftighrs  ill 
the  Property.' 

(Cl  "Loan"  jijiuLi  the  debt  evidenced  h>  the  Nfte.  pit's  jitum-aL  any  prepayment  charges  and  lute 
cUuj'ei  due  under  Ihe  Note..  rind  nl  ftiuh  due  under  line  Security  Inxtnnrtfnl.  plus  irtciys: 

■Hi  '  Ridel'S"  us.' sns  all  rider'  to  this  Security  Mitnuucul  lb*i  arc  executed  by  narrower.  The 
following  riders  an:  to  he  executed  by  Rmowci  .  chock  box  as  applicable]: 


CiK».n>sf  creat  <sntip 
mac  WBI-OiS 
n.O.  ^1114253 
Ftnarn.  ya-  ttrvHvtMS 
«v.sa./Mlrta-3C-.oom 


January  24, 2005 


WEIXS 

FARGO 


Tliis  later  oanfimis  lh3t  your  above- nsftreeical  Home  Equity- line  of  Credit  whs  cloh«f  wiUi  a 
zero  balance  on  January  2C1, 2005. 

A  reconveyiitiEK  of  Ihe  property  used  as  collateral  for  '.bis  loan  is  being  processed  and  will  be 
fbew  aided  to  the  county  recorder,  who  will  send  you  con  ftanitkm  of  the  reconveyance  once  ii 
hies  been  recorded. 

If  you  have  questions,  any  represent  i  u  i  vecari  asalst  you  at  1-S66-585-8395.  Monday  ihnnigli 
Friday  4  ajn.  to  7  p.m.  PT.  Saturday  and  Sttwlay  7:30  a_m.  to  A  •p.m.  PT.  You  may  also  access 
your  account  inlbniialiun  by  visiting  us  at  wellsiaryo^orn. 

Wc  appreciate  your  business  anti  look  forward  to  llic  opportunity  to  serve  your  future  financial 
needs. 

Sincerely. 

f\6f  Au&jbitu 


LJ  Adjustable  KaicRider 
C  iteJUlOO  Rider 
f]  VA  Rirfw 


1  Cordrinininin  ttidcr 
L_  Plamrcil  Unit  Dc veil viornr  Rider 
H  Uiwexly  Paymirr  Rifl.'l 


f~ I  Srr.ro.1  Tlrvn.'  Ridji 
□  1-1  hiiuulv  Rider 
K  OtheiW  ([sjiesiiyj 
l.WF.RlDtR 


Kay  Oudiasn 

Cluslomer  OtMnmufticalions  Specialist 


u. 


From  the  Wells  Fargo  letter  of  January  24,  2005: 


Dear  JohnM 


This  letter  confirms  that  your  above-referenced  Home  Equity  Line  of  Credit  was  closed  with  a 
zero  balance  on  January  20, 2005. 


SATISFACTION  OF  ALL  OTHER  CHILD  SUPPORT  RESPONSIBILITIES: 


In  addition  to  already  satisfying  the  shelter  requirement,  I  had  sufficient  equity,  savings,  business  assets, 
tools  and  work  equipment,  and  semi-retirement  income  to  pay  all  our  parental  obligations  to  provide 
food,  clothing,  education,  and  whatever  else  our  children  would  need  during  their  childhood. 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  16th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  TELREE  was  served  upon  the  petitioner  and  the  intervenor  by 
placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

THIRD1  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR* 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”3  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P. 
60(b)(4),  on  the  grounds  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied;  and,  having  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this  THIRD  MOTION,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  need  to  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  THREE. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  THREE,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®are  void  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 

1  This  THIRD  MOTION  corresponds  with  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  THREE. 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DPBB  Title  IV-D 

|B  and  Appeal  2017C^^BK°r  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  John  M(B|^^B  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 

enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  1  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 


1 


— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — are  wholly  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons, 
including  the  fact  that  my  child  support  obligations  were  satisfied,  in  full,  until  adulthood,  for 
each  of  my  five  living  children,  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petitioner's  wrongful  divorce  in  2005. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  including 
the  ground  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied,  I  move  the  “fair  and  impartial  review 
judge”  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  this  wrongful  divorce  case  #2005  DR^® — 
including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(4);  together  with 
such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  THIRD  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^®  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  14th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  16th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing  THIRD 
MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DE^Bwas  served  upon  the  petitioner 
and  intervenor  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  4 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR 

& 

Fourth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPBB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^B 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  PART  FOUR 
of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  newly  designated  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”3  for  his 
or  her  continuing4  review — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment 
entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”5  named  JAMIN 
M  ALABISO;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following 
under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  THREE  of  my 
petition,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

1  This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DB^®  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^B 

and  Appeal  2017C^^^Bfor  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

4  PART  FIVE,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  the  petitioner,  her 
attorney  and  the  other  “case  fixing  criminals”  committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent 
Orders,  especially  the  child  support  order;  and  any  one  of  said  frauds  automatically  rendered  the  divorce  orders 
wholly  void.  PART  SIX,  if  necessary,  will  be  announced  when  I  file  PART  FIVE. 

5  I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  1  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over 
the  next  few  weeks  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio 
and  nunc  pro  tunc,  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child 
support  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  °f  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  person  “JOHN  (the 

“strawman”)  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto ” 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

c.  PART  THREE  alleged  and  proved,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed 
facts  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  and  the 
state  actors  were  legitimate  and  not  racketeering,  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied. 

d.  This  PART  FOUR  alleges  the  facts  proving  that  the  divorce  judge  did  not  base  the 
child  support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support 
order,  and  all  his  “Permanent  Orders,”  are  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  they  are  void. 

3.  The  “case  fixing  criminal”  named  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER  was  the  divorce  judge 
who  entered  Permanent  Orders  in  this  “fixed”  divorce;  the  other  “case  fixing  criminals”  who 
conspired  at  the  time  to  “fix”  the  case  against  me  include:  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON, 
magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET,  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON,  petitioner's  attorney  JOHN 
CHARLES  HUGGER,  and  “Child  &  Family  Investigator”  ELLEN  GAY  NIERMANN. 

4.  MUNSINGER's  Permanent  Orders  contain  twenty-eight  (28)  materially  false  statements, 
any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  his  orders — including  the  child  support  order,  the 
property  division  order,  and  all  other  orders  contained  therein — as  well  as  all  orders  and 
judgments  based  on  Permanent  Orders,  void;  see  Permanent  Orders  and  other  referenced 
evidence  in  “Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR 

5.  This  motion  alleges  and  proves  a  few6  of  MUNSINGER's  frauds  upon  the  court  and  other 
crimes  to  “jack  up”  the  child  support  order,  as  follows: 

a.  MUNSINGER  completely  ignored  my  testimony7  and  500+  page  Exhibit  Book  during 
the  final  divorce  hearings  on  March  21,  22,  and  28,  2006,  which  clearly  established  all  the 
facts  needed  to  render  just  orders,  including  the  facts  and  evidence  provided  in  my  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW — PART  THREE  and  its  Attachment  showing  that  my  child  support  obligations 
were  satisfied  prior  to  the  divorce;  and  instead  of  acknowledging  that  my  business  was 
headquartered  on  our  property,  that  the  petitioner  (“Carol”),  as  instructed  by  her  attorney 
(“HUGGER”),  was  still  holding  my  business  computer,  office  equipment,  vehicles,  and  many 
other  things  needed  for  work,  and  that  my  2005  tax  returns  were  already  showing  the  direct 

6  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  on  this  motion  to  set  aside  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  or  a  hearing  is 
necessary  to  set  aside  Permanent  Orders  and  all  other  decisions  in  this  wrongful  divorce  as  requested  in  my 
FOURTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DK®;  I  will  allege  and  prove  all  28  false 
statements  in  Permanent  Orders,  as  well  as  those  in  Temporary  Orders  and  all  other  fraudulent  orders  and 
judgments  by  the  case  fixing  criminals. 

7  In  the  event  said  hearings  are  necessary,  transcripts  will  be  ordered,  and  should  be  paid  for  by  the  criminals. 
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and  proximate  results  of  the  “crime  sprees”  on  my  income  at  the  time,  MUNSINGER  unjustly 
found  that  my  accounting  “lacks  credibility,”  with  no  substantiation  and  without  requiring 
any  proof  by  Carol  and  HUGGER  to  the  contrary;  see  Attachment,  p.2. 

b.  In  fact,  MUNSINGER,  without  requiring  any  proof  whatsoever,  knowingly  found  as 
fact,  almost  verbatim,  each  of  Carol  and  HUGGER's  blatant  frauds  upon  the  court  with 
respect  to  child  support  in  their  Trial  Management  Certificate  (TMC);  see  Attachment,  p.2: 

1 .  HUGGER,  who  had  attacked  me  viciously  for  over  a  year  and  was  visibly  upset 
throughout  the  final  divorce  hearings — apparently  jealous  of  our  “Grand  Plan,”  our  debt- 
free  lifestyle,  our  role  reversing,  my  semi-retirement,  and  my  close  relationships  with  my 
children — pulled  out  all  the  stops  in  his  TMC,  and  stated,  “ The  Petitioner  believes  that 
the  Respondent  is  voluntarily  unemployed,  or  underemployed  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  14-10- 
115”;  and  MUNSINGER  carried  out  that  fraud  upon  the  court  in  his  child  support  order, 
verbatim,  except  for  one  word:  he  found  me  to  be  unemployed  "and' ’  underemployed. 

2.  HUGGER,  knowing  that  the  Child  Support  Guidelines — in  certain  circumstances, 
but  not  in  our  circumstances — allowed  income  averaging  over  the  previous  3  years, 
illegally  went  back  5  years  in  our  case  and  stated,  “ The  Petitioner  believes  ...  that  his 
gross  monthly  income  should  be  based  upon  his  regular  W-2  earnings  in  2001”;  and 
MUNSINGER  carried  out  that  fraud  upon  the  court  in  his  child  support  order  by  not  only 
illegally  deviating  from  the  Child  Support  Guidelines  but  also  by  ignoring  my  semi- 
retirement  income  and  illegally  imputing  an  income  for  me  into  the  child  support 
calculation  that  was  over  4 -Vi  times  my  semi-retirement  income,  which  resulted  in  a 
monthly  child  support  order  that  was  more  than  I  was  earning  at  the  time. 

3.  HUGGER,  knowing  from  my  exhibits  that  Carol  had  been  planning  her  divorce,  in 
writing,  all  through  our  marriage,  and  had  even  planned  her  phony  911  call,  stated — just 
following  their  fraud  about  my  gross  monthly  income — “ before  he  began  planning  the 
divorce”;  and  MUNSINGER,  despite  seeing  evidence  during  the  final  hearings  of  Carol's 
diabolical  plan  to  take  advantage  of  me  in  life,  knowing  all  about  my  semi-retirement, 
and  knowing  that  Carol  filed  for  divorce,  carried  out  that  fraud  upon  the  court  in  his  child 
support  order  by  stating,  ‘"The  Court  finds  that  respondent  has  intentionally  lowered  his 
income  in  contemplation  of  this  action  and  imputes  income  to  him  at  $7000  per  month.” 

c.  Another  key  fraud  upon  the  court  to  jack  up  the  child  support  order  (and  to  maximize 
Carol's  thefts) — in  which  MUNSINGER,  and  the  other  case  fixing  criminals  named  in 
paragraph  3  above,  participated  to  some  extent — was  to  lower  my  parenting  time,  knowing 
that  it  was  a  key  factor  in  the  child  support  calculation,  by  first  making  a  phony  911  call 
(Carol's  “911  Scam”)  to  have  me  removed  from  the  home,  and  then  using  restraining  orders 
and  other  'color  of  law'  means  to  “tie  the  judges'  hands”  at  temporary  and  permanent  orders 
and  influence  their  orders  in  all  respects;  see  Attachment,  pp.3-6,  which  contains  the 
BACKGROUND  and  STATEMENT  OF  THE  CASE  sections  of  my  federal  lawsuit  on  the  matter, 
followed  by  that  lawsuit's  “Attachment  B  ”  containing  evidence  clearly  proving  the  crimes. 

d.  As  alleged  in  the  above-referenced  federal  lawsuit,  in  addition  to  participating  in  the 
foregoing  frauds  upon  the  court  and  other  crimes  by  Carol  and  HUGGER  to  influence  his 
orders,  MUNSINGER  deprived  my  children  and  me  of  our  due  process  rights  to  just 
adjudication  of  the  matters  of  custody,  parenting  time,  decision-making,  property  disposition 
and  all  other  issues  in  the  divorce,  conspired  with  the  other  case  fixing  criminals  against  our 
rights,  and  committed  many  other  state  and  federal  offenses  and  crimes. 
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e.  And  finally,  with  respect  to  just  the  child  support  matter,  MUN SINGER  knowingly 
created  a  fictitious  obligation,  with  the  intent  to  defraud  me,  all  Coloradans,  and  the  People 
of  the  united  States  of  America,  which  is  a  Class  B  federal  felony  (18  USC  §  514)  and  can 
result  in  a  25-year  prison  sentence. 

6.  Any  one  of  MUNSINGER's  illegal  deviations  from  the  child  support  guidelines  or  other 
offenses  or  crimes  in  this  case  caused  loss  of  whatever  jurisdiction  he  may  have  had  over  me  or 
the  subject  matter  and  automatically  rendered  his  Permanent  Orders  wholly  void  by  operation  of 
law;  see  MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  FOUR  below. 

7.  Had  MUNSINGER  cared  in  the  least  about  the  needs  of  our  five  minor  children,  instead  of 
granting  Carol's  every  request  in  his  Permanent  Orders,  he  would  have  looked  at  the  actual  facts 
of  the  case  and  discovered  that  their  financial  needs  were  already  satisfied  and  that  Carol,  as 
instructed  by  HUGGER,  was  relentlessly  denying  contact  and  parenting  time  and  otherwise 
emotionally  abusing  our  children  all  through  her  divorce  to  turn  them  against  me. 

8.  Hypothetically,  if  my  child  support  obligations  were  not  paid- in-full  and  our  marriage 
was  valid  and  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  Colorado's  Child  Support  Guidelines 
require  fairly- strict  adherence  to  each  of  the  factors  in  establishing  the  child  support  order, 
including  the  determination  of  my  gross  income  at  the  time,  which,  as  MUNSINGER  and 
HUGGER  and  the  other  case  fixing  criminals  knew  full  well  from  my  tax  returns  and  other 
exhibits,  was  less  than  $20,000.00  per  year  during  my  semi-retirement;  see  Attachment,  p.2.  As 
just  a  small  part  of  the  case  fixing  in  this  wrongful  divorce,  HUGGER  requested  and 
MUNSINGER  issued  a  child  support  order  based  on  my  “fluke  income”  5  years  prior  to  the 
divorce,  abusively  contrary  to  the  facts  and  far  outside  the  guidelines. 

9.  From  my  testimony  and  exhibits,  both  HUGGER  and  MUNSINGER  knew:  a)  all  about  our 
“Grand  Plan”  and  my  semi-retirement  (see  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  THREE )  and  that  my 
semi-retirement  income  was  less  than  $1,600  per  month;  b)  that  by  fluke  I  had  earned  over 
$15,000  in  one  month  in  2001,  but  that  my  average  earnings  prior  to  my  semi-retirement  was 
much  less  than  that;  c)  that  my  business  was  headquartered  on  our  property  and  had  a  1750 
square-foot  shop  and  two  offices;  d)  that  Carol  was  still  holding  my  business  computer  and  all 
other  office  equipment,  and  several  desks  and  office  furniture,  my  intellectual  property  for 
estimating  and  bidding  jobs,  my  work  vehicles  and  some  of  my  work  tools  and  equipment,  and 
many  other  things,  and  was  preventing  me  from  earning  a  living;  e)  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  me  to  operate  my  contracting  business  from  my  apartment;  f)  that  the  family  business  I  was 
setting  up  for  my  kids  had  a  27-acre  forest  containing  a  lifetime  supply  of  product  and  could  not 
be  relocated  or  operated  anywhere  else;  g)  that  it  was  not  only  in  my  children's  best  interests  but 
also  in  Carol's  best  interest  for  me  to  return  home  and  resume  my  business  plans;  g)  that 
HUGGER's  request  for  a  child  support  order  in  the  amount  of  $2284.05  per  month  and 
MUNSINGER's  child  support  order  in  the  amount  of  $1717.92  were  unconscionable  under  the 
circumstances,  and  h)  that  when  I  could  not  pay  the  exorbitant  amount  the  case  fixing  criminals  in 
Jefferson  County's  child  support  enforcement  racket  would  criminalize  me  under  color  of  law. 

10.  MUNSINGER's  imputation  of  $7000  as  my  income  into  the  child  support  calculation  is 
also  very  telling.  It  obviously  was  not  enough  for  this  evil  man  to  facilitate  the  theft  of  my  life's 
work  and  the  destruction  of  my  family;  he  also  felt  the  need  to  totally  devastate  my  future.  Once 
again,  with  absolutely  no  evidence  that  I  was  shirking  my  duties  to  support  my  children  but 
plenty  of  evidence  to  show  the  exact  opposite,  MUNSINGER  exceeded  his  authority  and 
jurisdiction  to  stick  it  to  me  as  hard  as  he  could,  committing  another  treasonous  crime. 
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1 1 .  MUNSINGER's  frauds  upon  the  court  also  show  this  man's  evil  nature.  He  knew  full  well 
that  Carol  and  HUGGER  were  lying  about  all  material  facts,  and  even  witnessed  my  attorney 
catching  them  and  exposing  their  lies  on  the  record  right  in  his  courtroom,  but  instead  of  holding 
them  accountable  for  their  frauds,  MUNS1NGER  adopted  each  fraud  and  carried  them  out  in  his 
Permanent  Orders.  The  attachments  prove  several  of  MUNSINGER's  frauds  upon  the  court,  any 
one  of  which  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and  rendered  his  Permanent  Orders  wholly  void. 

12.  Bottom  line:  There  should  NOT  have  been  a  child  support  order  in  this  case  because  our 
child  support  obligations  were  satisfied  before  the  divorce;  this  should  have  been  the  easiest 
divorce  in  Colorado's  history,  as  there  were  no  debts — all  MUNSINGER  had  to  do  was  split  the 
parental  responsibilities  and  marital  property  lawfully  and  hold  Carol  to  her  agreement  to  move 
in  the  best  interests  of  our  children. 

13.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  magistrate 
ALABISO’s  child  support  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally 
required  due  process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  is  also  void  for  fraud  upon  the  court 
because  the  deprivation  of  due  process  was  intentional  (which  will  be  covered  in  future  parts  to 
this  petition) — because  ALABISO's  judgment  is  based  on  MUNSINGER's  void  child  support 
order,  it  is  also  void  by  operation  of  law. 

14.  Surely  now,  if  any  one  of  those  I  refer  to  as  “case  fixing  criminals”  has  integrity  and  is 
not  involved  in  the  racketeering,  they  will  step  forward  with  the  truth  and  end  this  farce. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to 
enter  an  order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3)  setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in 
divorce  case  2005DB^^on  July  17,  2017,  because  it  is  based  on  a  void  child  support  order; 
together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B~  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR  are  true 
and  correct. 

DATED  this  27th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR 


Any  competent  attorney  or  judge  knows  that  minor  children  need  various  kinds  of  support 
following  a  divorce:  financial,  emotional,  educational,  etc.  Neither  HUGGER  nor  MUNSINGER 
considered  or  even  acknowledged  my  children’s  needs. 

Needs  of  the  children  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  child  support  obligations.  Wright 
v.  Wright ,  182  Colo.  425,  514  P.2d  73  (1973);  In  re  Van  Inwegen,  757  P.2d  1118  (Colo.  App.  1988). 

Because  the  children's  needs  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  the  child  support 
obligation,  in  calculating  the  appropriate  amount  of  child  support,  the  court  should  look  at,  among 
other  things,  the  costs  of  food,  shelter,  clothing,  medical  care,  education,  and  recreational  costs  at  the 
level  enjoyed  before  the  dissolution.  In  re  Schwaab  and  Rollins,  794  P.2d  1 1 12  (Colo.  App.  1990). 

Deviating  from  the  child  support  guidelines  requires  certain  documentation.  Neither  HUGGER 
nor  MUNSINGER  stated  any  reason  or  cited  any  authority  to  deviate  from  the  guidelines. 

If  trial  court  deviates  from  the  guidelines,  it  is  required  to  make  findings  that  application  of  the 
guidelines  would  be  inequitable  and  specifying  the  reasons  for  the  deviation.  In  re  Marshall,  781  P.2d 
177  (Colo.  App.  1989),  cert,  denied,  794  P.2d  1011  (Colo.  1990). 

The  guidelines  for  calculating  child  support  require  a  court  to  calculate  a  monthly  amount  of  child 
support  based  on  the  parties'  combined  adjusted  gross  income,  In  re  Aldrich,  945  P.2d  1370  (Colo. 
1997). 

In  a  divorce  action,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  care,  custody,  and  maintenance  of  minor  children, 
the  court,  at  the  time  of  making  an  award  for  the  minor  children,  was  obligated  to  appraise  conditions 
as  they  exist  at  the  time  of  the  presentation.  Brown  v.  Brown,  131  Colo.  467,  283  P.2d  951  (1955); 
Watson  v.  Watson,  135  Colo.  296,  310  P.2d  554  (1957);  Garrow  v.  Garrow,  152  Colo.  480,  382  P.2d 
809  (1963);  In  re  Serfoss,  642  P.2d  44  (Colo.  App.  1981);  In  re  McKendiw,  735  P.2d  908  (Colo.  App. 
1986). 

MUNSINGER  should  have  deviated  from  the  guidelines  to  merely  acknowledge  that  my  child 
support  obligations  were  satisfied: 

Trial  court  may  deviate  from  the  child  support  guidelines  set  forth  in  this  section  if  the  application  of 
such  guidelines  would  be  inequitable,  In  re  English,  757  P.2d  1130  (Colo.  App.  1988);  In  re 
Hoffman,  878  P.2d  103  (Colo.  App.  1994);  In  re  Andersen,  895  P.2d  1161  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Colorado's  laws  and  precedence  protect  my  children  and  me  from  HUGGER  and  MUNSINGER's 
conspiracy  and  crimes  to  enslave  me  under  color  of  law  with  a  grossly- unfair  child  support  order 
and  then  criminalize  me  when  I  could  not  pay  it: 

Determination  of  conscionability  of  support  provisions.  To  determine  whether  the  child  support  . . . 

[is]  fair,  reasonable,  and  just,  a  trial  court  should  consider  and  apply  all  the  criteria  provided  by  the 
general  assembly  for  judicial  evaluation  of  the  provisions  of  property  settlement  agreements:  the 
economic  circumstances  of  the  parties,  §  14-10-112:  the  division  of  property,  §  14-10-1 13619:  and  the 
provisions  for  maintenance,  §  14-10-114(11.  In  re  Carney,  631  P.2d  1173  (Colo.  1981). 

In  making  its  award  of  child  support,  a  trial  court  must  weigh  the  father's  ability  to  pay  against  the 
reasonable  needs  of  the  children.  Berge  v.  Serge,  33  Colo.  App.  376,  522  P.2d  752  (1974),  affd,  189 
Colo.  103,  536  P.2d  1 135  (1975). 

Where  the  father's  income,  while  substantial,  is  limited  and  subject  to  numerous  demands,  an  order 
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contemplating  only  the  needs  of  the  child  and  not  bearing  any  relationship  to  the  ability  of  the  father 
to  pay,  and  that  could  possibly  become  confiscatory  of  all  of  the  father's  available  resources,  is  not 
valid.  Van  Orman  v.  Van  Orman,  30  Colo.  App.  177,  492  P.2d  81  (1971). 

Estimates  of  children's  expenses  to  be  considered.  A  trial  court  should  not  determine  the  amount  of 
child  support  to  be  paid  by  a  husband  based  solely  on  some  amount  that  it  feels  is  commensurate  with 
his  income  but  should  make  the  determination  on  evidence  that  includes  estimates  of  the  actual  needs 
and  expenses  of  the  children  involved.  In  re  Berry,  660  P.2d  512  (Colo.  App.  1983). 

Where  there  was  no  verification  of  the  father's  income  as  required  by  this  section,  the  trial  court  was 
directed  to  take  additional  evidence  to  determine  the  income  and  to  modify  the  support  order.  In  re 
Velasquez,  773  P.2d  635  (Colo.  App.  1989). 

Imputation  of  income  in  this  case  is  also  clearly  illegal: 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  found  that  the  threat  and  enactment  of  legal  process  to  compel 
employment,  i.e.  imputing  income,  is  involuntary  servitude  prohibited  by  the  Thirteenth  Amendment. 
Clyatt  v.  United  States  (1905)  197  US  205,  25  S.  Ct.  429;  United  States  v.  Kozminsky  (1988)  487  US 
931,  108  S.Ct.  2751 

Holding  someone  in  a  state  of  “peonage”  defined  by  Congress  is  a  crime  under  18  USC  §  1581,  and 
42  USC  §  2002  makes  illegal  the  use  of  state  law  to  hold  a  person  in  service  of  labor  as  a  “peon”  in 
liquidation  of  any  debt,  obligation  or  otherwise. 

The  general  assembly  intended  income  imputation  to  be  an  important  exception  to  the  normal  rule  of 
computation  based  on  actual  gross  income  of  the  parent.  This  exception  applies  when  the  parent 
shirks  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that 
he  or  she  could  obtain.  The  legislature  meant  this  exception  to  prevent  detriment  to  children  by 
deterring  parents  from  making  employment  choices  that  do  not  account  for  their  children's  welfare. 
Nevertheless,  the  general  assembly  intended  courts  to  approach  income  imputation  with  caution. 
People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo.  2003). 

In  order  to  impute  income  based  upon  a  parent's  voluntary  underemployment,  the  trial  court  must 
examine  all  relevant  factors  bearing  on  whether  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support 
obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain,  and,  if 
the  parent  is,  the  trial  court  must  determine  what  he  or  she  can  reasonably  earn  and  contribute  to  the 
child's  support.  If  the  trial  court  does  not  find  that  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support 
obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment,  the  court  should  calculate  the 
amount  of  child  support  from  actual  gross  income  only.  People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo  2003). 

The  court  must  make  findings  sufficient  to  support  a  determination  of  underemployment.  Imputing 
support  without  factual  findings  supporting  a  determination  of  underemployment  is  in  error.  In  re 
Martin,  42  P.3d  75  (Colo.  App.  2002). 

Father  not  underemployed  where  mother  presented  no  evidence  that  employment  at  income 
previously  earned  by  father  was  available  to  him,  no  evidence  of  alternative  employment  at  a  higher 
level  of  remuneration  than  he  presently  earned,  and  no  evidence  that  support  to  the  children  had  been 
unreasonably  reduced.  In  re  Campbell,  905  P.2d  19  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Fraud  upon  the  court  automatically  renders  the  orders  of  that  court  void: 

In  Bulloch  v.  United  States,  763  F.2d  1115,  1 121  (10th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  stated,  “Fraud  upon  the 
court  is  fraud  which  is  directed  to  the  judicial  machinery  itself  and  is  not  fraud  between  the  parties  or 
fraudulent  documents,  false  statements  or  perjury  ...  It  is  where  the  court  or  a  member  is  corrupted  or 
influenced  or  influence  is  attempted  or  where  the  judge  has  not  performed  his  judicial  function  -  thus 
where  the  impartial  functions  of  the  court  have  been  directly  corrupted.” 

In  Hazel- Atlas  Glass  Co.  v.  Hartford-Empire  Co.,  322  U.S.  238  (1944),  the  United  States  Supreme 
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Court  decided  a  case  involving  a  fraud  upon  a  lower  court  that  took  place  12  years  prior,  reestablishing 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  statute  of  limitations  for  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  stated,  “Every  element  of  the 
fraud  here  disclosed  demands  the  exercise  of  the  historic  power  of  equity  to  set  aside  fraudulently 
begotten  judgments,”  solidifying  not  only  the  inherent  power  of  the  lower  courts,  but  also  the  duty  of 
the  lower  courts,  to  set  aside  orders  and  judgments  obtained  by  fraud.  And  Mr.  Justice  Roberts 
famously  opined:  “  No  fraud  is  more  odious  than  an  attempt  to  subvert  the  administration  of  justice.” 

In  its'  analysis  of  a  4-year-old  alleged  fraud  upon  the  court  in  United  States  v.  Buck,  281  F.3d  1336 
(10th  Cir.  2002),  in  regards  to  “the  inherent  power  of  a  court  to  set  aside  its  judgment  if  procured  by 
fraud  upon  the  court”  under  Rule  60(b),  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  stated,  “the  court  may 
assert  this  power  sua  sponte  . . .  There  is  no  time  limit  for  such  proceedings,  nor  does  the  doctrine  of 
laches  apply. 

GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol ,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969) 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 
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Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR 

Relevant  evidence  proving  that  child  support  order  is  contrary  to  facts  and  law,  and  therefore  void. 
Prepared  for  divorce  case  2 005 by  affiant  John  Mark  on  October  26,  201 7 

AMENDED  PERMANENT  ORDERS,  dated^^B  2006: 


DISTRICT  COURT.  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401-6002 

In  rc  the  Marriage  of: 

and 

DIVISION:  1 1 
COURTROOM:  4B 

AMENDED  ORDER  RE:  PERMANENT  ORDERS  HEARING 

THIS  MATTER  came  before  the  Court  upon  the  Permanent  Orders  I  (earing  of  March  2 1, 
2006.  The  hearing  was  not  completed  on  March  21“  and  tills  Court  continued  it  to  March 
22rJ  and  March  28“*,  2006.  This  Court,  having  heard  oral  arguments  of  counsel,  the 
Court  file  and  applicable  rules  and  law,  hereby  makes  the  following  findings  and  enters 
the  following  Permanent  Orders. 

The  Court  entered  a  decree  of  dissolution  of  Marriage  on  March  28, 2006,  and 
now  enters  permanent  Orders. 

At  all  times  throughout  this  proceeding  the  patties  were  present  with  the 
Petitioner  represented  by  John  C.  Hugger  and  the  Respondent  represented  by  Robert  L. 
Malman. 

The  Issues  in  dispute  are: 

1.  Decision  making  and  parenting  time  for  the  parties’  five  children  and  the 
related  issues  of  child  support,  health  insurance  and  allocation  of  the  tax 
exemptions. 

2.  Division  of  property  and  assignment  of  rents. 

3.  Attorneys  fees  and  costs. 

Issues  involving  the  Children 

THE  COURT  FINDS  that  the  testimony  and  report  of  the  Child  and  Family 
Investigator,  Gay  Nierman,  was  well  reasoned,  credible  and  persuasive.  Applying  the 
best  interest  standard  of  10-14-124  to  all  of  the  evidence  presented,  the  Court  finds  and 
concludes  that  the  recommendations  of  the  CFI  arc  appropriate  and  are  in  the  chi  ldren’s 
best  interests.  Recommendations  1  through  18  are  adopted  as  the  Court  Order  with  one 


exception.  Father  should  return  the  children  Sunday  evening  from  his  alternate  weekend 
parenting  time,  instead  of  Monday  morning,  ifthc  Monday  is  a  school  day. 

Child  Support: 

THE  COURT  FINDS  that  the  Respondent's  claim  on  his  financial  affidavit  and 
his  testimony  that  he  has  negative  monthly  income  of  -$  1 87.50  lacks  credibility.  The 
Court  finds  that  Respondent  is  voluntarily  unemployed  and  underemployed  pursuant  to 
14-10-115.  Furthermore,  the  Court  finds  Respondent's  stated  expenses  are  overstated. 

Pursuant  to  14-10-115  the  Court  finds  that  Respondent  has  earnings  of  596,000  in 
2001 ,  had  averaged  50  to  70  thousand  dollars  annual  income  for  seven  years  prior  to 
2001  and  on  a  loan  application  filed  by  the  Respondent,  he  slated  S4, 500-00  monthly 
income.  In  2001  Respondents  adjusted  gross  income  was  SI  15,922.00.  The  Court  finds 
that  respondent  has  intentionally  lowered  his  income  in  contemplation  of  this  action  and 
imputes  income  to  him  at  S7,000  per  month.  The  Petitioner  was  a  stay  at  home  mom 
raising  the  children  for  most  of  the  marriage;  she  had  five  children  within  614  years.  She 
returned  to  employment  at  the  insistence  of  the  Respondent  in  2005  and  has  current 
income  ofS1268  per  month. 

Respondent  is  to  maintain  health  insurance  for  the  children  at  a  cost  of  S22 1 .00 
per  month.  Pursuant  to  14-10-115  (worksheet  A)  child  support  is  Sl.717.92 

Notwithstanding  the  income  imputed  to  the  Respondent,  Petitioner  is  to  have  the 
tax  exemptions  for  all  five  children  until  such  time  that  the  Respondent  is  reporting 
taxable  income.  When  the  Respondent  reports  taxable  income,  die  parties  shall  divide 
the  exemptions  in  relation  to  their  percentages  of  income  to  the  nearest  %20  (1/5). 

Division  of  Property 

The  major  asset  in  the  marriage  is  the  family  home  located  at  31000  U.S. 
Highway  40,  Golden,  Colorado.  The  Court  finds  that  both  parties  made  contributions  to 
the  marriage  that  were  co-minglcd  and  contributed  to  the  equity  in  the  real  estate.  There 
is  no  current  debt  against  the  home.  The  home  was  appraised  for  $460,000  in  February 
2006.  The  Court  assigns  that  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  division. 

There  was  insufficient  evidence  presented  for  the  Court  to  reach  a  valuation  of 
Respondent’s  LLC,  Hcntcrprises,  Inc.  The  Court  notes  that  the  ownership  was  90% 
Respondents  and  10%  Petitioners.  The  Respondent  listed  depreciable  assets  of  S3 1,000 
on  his  personal  tax  return,  form  4562,  for  2005  and  the  same  3 1 ,000  on  the  form  4562 
filed  in  2004  for  Hcntcrprises,  LLC  under  tax  ID  S75-309I949.  It  appears  that  a  number 
of  the  deductions  lack  credibility  compared  with  the  testimony  of  the  Respondent.  In 
2005  a  10K  was  not  filed  and  Respondent  reported  gross  receipts  of  $2,350.  Respondent 
also  reported  negative  adjusted  gross  income  of  $2,250  but  claimed  business  mileage  of 
9,460  miles. 
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The  Court  awards  Respondent  sole  ownership 
business  at  $30,000. 


and  values  the 


The  Court  finds  that  Respondent  moved  marital  property  to  his  brother  or  to  his 
own  benefit  totaling  $31,000  and  of  that  amount  S6,000  was  used  for  marital  purposes. 
The  remaining  $25,000  is  returned  to  the  marital  estate  for  division.  Therefore, 
Respondent  is  to  pay  Petitioner  12,500  to  account  for  the  marital  funds  taken. 


The  debt  due  from  the  Respondent’s  brother  which  is  secured  by  a  deed  of  trust  to 
property  in  Minnesota  is  assigned  to  the  Respondent.  The  amount  due  with  accrued 
interest  as  stated  by  the  Respondent  is  in  excess  of  S 1 50,000.  The  Court  assigns  this 
receivable  with  a  value  of  SI 00,000. 

Disposition  of  Additional  Property 


Property _ _ Petitioner _ Respondent 


Motor  Vehicles: 

2002  Ford  F-250 

2000  Ford  Explorer 

7,850 

20,100 

Real  Estate 

460,000 

Personal  £.rQB£.fly  I 

Tools/Equipmcnt  (removed  by  Rcsp.) 
Located  at  Residence 

1,766 

25,060 

1,766 

30,000 

Fidelity  Investment  Brokerage  Acc. 

270.67 

Pcnsion/Rctircment: 

Fidelity  investment 

Fidelity  investment 

37.S5I 

57,186.37 

from  19) 

161,731 

Miscellaneous  Assets: 

MSE  Settlement 

Snowmobile 

8,473.50 

1,000 

8,473.50 

1,000 

The  Collectable  Beanie  Babies  at  the  residence  arc  to  be  equally  divided 
between  the  parties  as  set  forth  in  the  inventory  prepared  by  Dewey  Smith  (Ex.  R).  Of 
the  57  boxes  of  “collectibles”  listed  on  Mr.  Smith’s  report  (page  16),  the  parties  are  to 

divide  them  as  follows:  Respondent  may  pick  the  first  box  and  Petitioner  will  pick  the 
second  box  and  this  process  will  be  repeated  until  all  57  boxes  arc  chosen.  The 
Respondent  will  end  up  with  one  more  box  than  the  Petitioner. 


In  addition  to  the  aforementioned  amount.  Respondent  also  owes  S< 

Petitioner  for  past  due  maintenance  from  the  temporary  order. 

•  The  property  claimed  the  Petitioner,  from  the  house  o 

md  her  settlement  froi^^^^^^^Bwas  co-minglcd  and  became  mail 
onies  received  from  hHHHn  ($15,000),  that  resulted  in  the  loan  to  her 
sister  (SIO.OOO)  and  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Account  (S5.058),  is  her  separate  property. 
Petitioner’s  life  insurance  and  Burial  Plans  are  also  separate  property. 


Each  party  is  to  pay  and  be  responsible  for  their  own  debts  as  listed  on  their 
financial  affidavits  (Petitioner  $20,445  and  Respondent  $37,139). 


This  case  would  meet  the  threshold  requirements  for  an  award  of  Maintenance 
pursuant  to  14-10-114. 

The  parties  were  married  for  more  than  15  years  and  upon  an  equal  division  of 
property  the  Petitioner  would  not  have  sufficient  property  or  income  to  meet  her 
reasonable  needs.  The  Court  as  an  “equitable"  division  of  property  awards  the  entire 
equity  in  the  marital  residence  to  the  Petitioner  in  lieu  of  an  award  of  maintenance. 


The  property  division,  in  lieu  of  maintenance,  is  therefore  approximately 
$586,591  for  the  Petitioner  and  305,587  for  the  Respondent. 


Attorney  fees,  pursuant  to  the  factors  to  be  considered  under  14-10-119  and  the 
economic  and  earning  ability  of  the  parties,  are  hereby  awarded  to  the  Petitioner  in  the 
amount  of  $12,000  to  partially  pay  her  fees  and  costs. 


In  addition  to  the  assignment  of  assets  the  Respondent  is  to  reimburse  the 
Petitioner  the  following  within  60  days:  Attorney  fees  of  $12,000,  Back  Maintenance  and 
interest  of  $6,301.50  and  %  of  the  money  removed  from  the  marital  assets  of$!2,500  for 
a  total  of  $30,80 1.50. 


Done  in  Golden,  Colorado  thfl 


Counsel  for  Petitioner  is  ordered  lo 
send  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  all 
interested  pro-se  parties  within  48 
boors  and  is  to  file  a  Certificate  of 
Compliance  with  the  Court  within 
five  days. 


BY  THE  COURT: 


unshS 


Stephen  M.  Munsingfcf 
District  Court  Judge 
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Excerpt  from  Carol  &  Hugger's  Trial  Management  Certificate: 


3,  Child  Support; 

a.  Petitioner's  position :  The  Petitioner  believes  that  the  Respondent  is  voluntarily  unemployed.,  or 

underemployed  pursuant  to  C.R.5. 14-10-1 15,  andtiiat  his  gross  monthly  income  should  be  based  upon  his  regular  W-2 
earnings  in  200,1  before  lie  began  planning  the  divorce,  of$96, 263. 00  per  year;  or  $8,022.00  per  month.  The  Petitioner's 
gross  monthly  income  is  as  set  forth  on  her  Financial  Affidavit  attached  hereto,  or  21,268-00  per  month.  The  Petitioner 
h  as  attach  ed  hereto  h  cr  proposed  Worksh  eet  A  indicating  the  chi  Id  support  she  believes  to  be  payable  by  die  Respondent 
of  S2284.05  per  month. 


Excerpt  from  MUNSINGER's  Permanent  Orders: 


Child  Support: 

THE  COURT  FINDS  that  the  Respondent’s  claim  on  his  financial  affidavit  and 
his  testimony  that  he  has  negative  monthly  income  of -$  1 87.50  lacks  credibility.  The 
Court  finds  that  Respondent  is  voluntarily  unemployed  and  underemployed  pursuant  lo 
I4-!  0-1 1 5.  Furthermore,  the  Court  finds  Respondent’s  staled  expenses  arc  overstated. 

Pursuant  to  14-10-115  tire  Court  finds  that  Respondent  has  earnings  of  596,000  in 
2001 ,  had  averaged  50  to  70  thousand  dollars  annual  income  for  seven  years  prior  to 
2001  and  on  a  loan  application  filed  by  the  Respondent,  he  stated  S4, 500.00  monthly 
income.  In  200 1  Respondents  adjusted  gross  inoome  was  SI  15,922, 00.  The  Court  finds 
that  respondent  has  intentionally  lowered  his  income  in  contemplation  of  this  action  and 
imputes  income  to  him  at  S7.000  per  month.  The  Petitioner  was  a  stay  at  home  mom 
raising  the  children  for  most  of  the  maiTtagc;  she  had  five  children  within  6Vi  years.  She 
returned  to  employment  at  the  insistence  of  the  Respondent  in  2005  and  has  current 
income  of  S 1 268  per  month. 


Excerpt  from  my  2005  Social  Security  Statement: 


Your  Earnings  Record* 
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2004  17,268 

2005  Not  yet  recorded 
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BACKGROUND  &  STATEMENT  OF  THE  CASE  Sections 

THIRD  VERIFIED  COMPLAINT— Federal  Case  16-cv-^^^in  Colorado 

BACKGROUND 

33.  Fully  incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  Attachment  A  of  our  MASTER  VERIFIED  COMPLAINT, 
which  contains  a  summary  of  the  11 -year  “crime  spree”  against  my  family;  the  summary  can  be  viewed 
and  downloaded  at  www.prosealliance.org/A. 

34.  Summarizing  my  family's  ordeal  further: 

a.  CAROL  filed  for  divorce  in  Jefferson  County  in  January  2005;  case  2005DR^B 

b.  Because  I  had  paid  off  our  home  and  all  other  debts  and  had  substantial  savings,  equity  and 
other  resources  to  raise  all  five  of  our  children  to  adulthood,  my  child  support  obligations  were 
satisfied  prior  to  CAROL'S  divorce. 

c.  CAROL  and  her  attorney  and  others  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  all  material  facts  to 
influence  the  divorce  orders,  rendering  the  orders  automatically  void  by  operation  of  law. 

d.  CAROL'S  divorce  was  also  “fixed”  against  me  in  all  regards,  by  HUGGER,  Child  and 
Family  Investigator  E.  Gay  Niermann,  magistrate  Babette  Norton,  VOISINET,  MUNSINGER, 
JACKSON,  and  others  (collectively,  the  “Colorado  case  fixers”). 

e.  By  massive  fraud  upon  the  courts  under  color  of  family  law,  including  the  incidents  alleged 
herein,  CAROL  stole  my  life's  work  and  obtained  near-full  custody  of  our  five  minor  children,  sole 
decision-making  ability,  over  95%  of  the  family  estate  I  had  built  including  the  paid-off  real  estate 
where  my  business  was  headquartered,  a  grossly  inflated  child  support  order,  and  other 
miscellaneous  orders  designed  to  wipe  me  out  financially. 

f.  In  May  2006,  Jefferson  County  Child  Support  Services  (“Jeffco-CSS”)  began  their  crime 
spree  against  my  family,  which  is  still  taking  place  to  this  day;  this  will  be  the  subject  matter  of  our 
FOURTH  VERIFIED  COMPLAINT. 

g.  In  the  post-divorce,  CAROL,  Jeffco-CSS,  and  the  Colorado  case  fixers  conspired  to  finish 
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me  off  financially,  criminalize  me,  and  get  rid  of  me  from  my  family,  by  causing  and  carrying  out 
three  more  false  arrests,  seizing  and  stealing  the  remainder  of  my  money,  suspending  my  driver's 
license,  impoverishing  me  and  literally  driving  me  out  of  Colorado. 

h.  In  May  2007,  following  my  fourth  false  arrest  and  imprisonment,  I  moved  to  Minnesota  to 
protect  my  children  and  myself  from  further  harm,  but  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS  defrauded  the 
Minnesota  courts  to  obtain  registration  and  enforcement  of  the  known  void  Colorado  child  support 
order  and  known  false  arrears  balance,  setting  in  motion  another  crime  spree  by  the  “Minnesota  case 
fixers”  that  is  still  taking  place  to  this  day. 

i.  To  date,  in  dealing  with  the  never-ending  crime  spree  against  my  family,  I  have  written  over 
750  letters,  I  have  made  over  850  telephone  calls,  and  I  have  submitted  over  650  court  documents, 
but  have  never  received  even  a  sliver  of  justice  or  protection  for  my  family;  in  fact,  not  one  of  my 
hundreds  of  civil  claims  has  ever  been  heard,  adjudicated  or  redressed  in  any  way,  and  not  one  of 
my  hundreds  of  criminal  claims  has  ever  been  investigated,  charged  or  prosecuted. 

35.  Aided  by  the  constant  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  to  the  administration  of  justice 
by  the  case  fixers  in  both  states  and  by  the  constant  deprivations  of  our  rights  as  crime  victims  by  local, 
state  and  federal  officials  in  both  states,  CAROL  denied  all  my  parenting  time  with  our  children  for  over 
9  years,  has  denied  all  my  contact  with  our  children  for  nearly  8  years,  and  has  continued  to  defraud 
authorities  in  both  states  to  this  day  regarding  the  facts  that  I  am  completely  innocent  of  the  charge  of 
domestic  violence  and  she  is  guilty  of  multiple  counts  of  domestic  violence  against  me  ( which  will  now 
be  resolved  in  an  upcoming  state  court  action). 

STATEMENT  OF  THE  CLAIM 

36.  I  reallege  all  preceding  paragraphs  of  this  complaint  as  if  fully  incorporated  herein. 

37.  Attached  and  incorporated  herein  is  Attachment  B,  which  contains  a  summary  of  the  frauds  upon 
the  court  and  other  crimes  to  influence  the  divorce  orders  in  case  05DR^® 

38.  HUGGER  filed  CAROL’S  divorce  on^^^B  2005. 
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39.  On  March  18,  2005,  immediately  upon  returning  home  from  HUGGER's  office,  CAROL  staged 
an  argument  with  me  and  called  91 1  to  have  me  falsely  arrested,  removed  from  our  home  and  charged 
with  domestic  violence  (hereinafter  the  “911  Scam”). 

40.  Over  the  next  IO-V2  months,  CAROL  and  HUGGER  used  the  911  Scam  to  influence  Temporary 
Orders,  as  an  excuse  to  deny  my  contact  with  our  children  and  to  interfere  with  my  parenting  time,  as  a 
pretext  to  make  ongoing  false  reports  to  law  enforcement,  and  as  a  means  to  turn  my  children,  their 
peers  and  mentors,  and  our  community,  against  me. 

41.  On  February  2,  2006, 1  was  found  “not  guilty”  of  domestic  violence  by  a  jury. 

42.  On  February  3,  2006,  CAROL  and  HUGGER  filed  a  fraudulent  Verified  Motion  for  Civil 
Protection  Order,  to  obtain  another  protection  order  for  the  same  incident  for  which  I  had  just  been 
acquitted;  and  magistrate  VOISINET  knowingly  issued  the  fraudulent  protection  order. 

43.  During  the  final  divorce  hearings  on  March  21,  22  and  28,  2006,  CAROL  and  HUGGER 
defrauded  the  court  regarding  the  911  Scam,  the  ill-gotten  protection  order  and  its  validity,  and  all  other 
facts  related  to  domestic  violence,  to  influence  Permanent  Orders. 

44.  On  May  30,  2006,  in  spite  of  his  knowledge  of  multiple  frauds  upon  his  court,  judge 
MUNSINGER  entered  his  fraudulent  and  void  Permanent  Orders. 

45.  Beginning  in  November  2006  in  my  court  documents,  I  reported  the  frauds  upon  the  court  to 
then  chief  judge  JACKSON,  but  he  failed  to  set  aside  Permanent  Orders  despite  his  knowledge  of  their 
invalidity  and  all  the  criminal  misconduct  that  took  place  in  the  divorce. 

46.  In  February  2007, 1  began  reporting  the  frauds  upon  the  court  and  other  crimes  to  the  Denver 
FBI,  but  nothing  was  ever  done. 

47.  Over  the  years,  I  repeatedly  reported  the  frauds  upon  the  court  and  other  crimes  to  the  highest 
authorities  in  Jefferson  County  and  Colorado,  but  nothing  was  ever  done. 

48.  In  201 1, 1  filed  my  450-page  “PETITION  BOOK”  at  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court,  see  case 
#201 requesting  several  forms  of  relief  including  setting  aside  Permanent  Orders  for  fraud  upon 


5 


the  court  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  Rule  60(b),  but  nothing  was  reviewed  and  my  petitions  were  dismissed  on 


technicalities  despite  my  rights  as  a  pro  se  litigant. 

49.  In  late  December  2015, 1  sent  an  initial  letter  and  about  100  typed  pages  detailing  the  frauds 
upon  the  court,  conspiracies  and  thefts  by  CAROL,  HUGGER,  and  others,  to  sheriff  SHRADER  and 
district  attorney  WEIR,  but  instead  of  doing  their  duties,  I  received  denial  letters  from  assistant  district 
attorney  DOUGHERTY,  and  SHRADER  never  responded. 

50.  On  March  1,  2016,  my  First  Motion  and  Affidavit  for  Judicial  Notice  of  Fraud  Upon  The  Court 
and  to  Set  Aside  Permanent  Orders  was  filed,  which  alleged,  and  proved,  the  frauds  upon  the  court  that 
are  now  the  subject  matter  of  this  lawsuit;  but  on  March  30,  ZENISEK  denied  this  motion  without 
jurisdiction,  without  a  hearing,  and  without  any  adjudication  on  the  merits,  and  committed  his  own  fraud 
upon  the  court  in  his  denial  order. 

51.  On  April  13,  2016, 1  wrote  a  letter  requesting  state  services  and  sua  sponte  action  by  Colorado's 
highest  authorities:  Chief  Justice  RICE,  Attorney  General  COFFMAN,  Speaker  of  the  House 
HULLINGHORST,  President  of  the  Senate  C  ADMAN,  and  Governor  HICKENLOOPER,  but  all  failed 
to  respond  and  no  action  has  ever  been  taken. 
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Attachment  B 

Summary  of  the  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders  in  Colorado  First  Judicial 
District  case  2005  general  facts  regarding  domestic  violence  and  related  frauds  upon  the 

court,  and  proof  of  frauds  upon  the  courts  alleged  in  our  THIRD  VERIFIED  COMPLAINT. 

Prepared  by  plaintiff  John  M. 


SUMMARY  OF  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  TO  INFLUENCE  PERMANENT  ORDERS: 


NOTE:  Our  claims  in  our  THIRD  VERIFIED  COMPLAINT  seek  relief  for  our  injuries  resulting 
from  the  frauds  upon  the  court  described  in  paragraphs  13  and  14  below,  and  from  further  frauds 
upon  the  court  by  the  judges  assigned  to  our  case  as  alleged  in  the  complaint. 


1.  In  their  initial  divorce  paperwork,  and  all  through  the  divorce,  my  ex-wife  Carol^P 
^^^®(“Carol”)  and  her  attorney  John  C.  Hugger  (“Hugger”)  defrauded  the  divorce  courts 
regarding  Carol's  income. 


2.  In  their  initial  divorce  paperwork,  and  all  through  the  divorce,  Carol  and  Hugger 
defrauded  the  courts  regarding  my  income. 


3.  In  their  initial  divorce  paperwork,  and  all  through  the  divorce,  Carol  and  Hugger 
defrauded  the  courts  regarding  Carol's  and  my  parenting  roles  and  decision-making. 


4.  In  their  initial  divorce  paperwork,  and  all  through  the  divorce,  Carol  and  Hugger 
defrauded  the  courts  regarding  Carol's  “need”  of  the  marital  home  and  to  be  “designated”  the 
primary  residential  custodial  parent. 

5.  During  the  Temporary  Orders'  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  regarding 
Carol's  expenses  and  other  item  on  her  Financial  Affidavit. 

6.  Carol  and  Hugger  repeatedly  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  court-ordered  civil  assists  at 
the  property  so  that  I  could  retrieve  my  contractor  tools  and  other  things. 

7.  Carol  and  Hugger  repeatedly  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  our  “Grand  Plan”  during 
marriage  and  our  reversal  of  roles  prior  to  Carol's  divorce. 

8.  Carol  and  Hugger  repeatedly  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  my  business  computer, 
intellectual  property,  and  'tools  and  necessary  work  equipment.' 

9.  Carol  and  Hugger  repeatedly  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  my  personal  property. 

10.  Carol  and  Hugger  repeatedly  defrauded  the  courts  regarding  our  real  estate  property. 

11.  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  to  obligate  me  to  pay  all  insurances  and  bills. 

12.  Beginning  on  March  18,  2005,  when  Carol  falsely  called  911  (hereinafter  the  “911 
Scam”),  and  all  through  the  divorce,  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  divorce  courts  and  the 
criminal  court  regarding  domestic  violence. 

13.  On  February  3,  2006,  the  day  after  I  was  found  “not  guilty”  by  a  jury  in  Carol's  911  Scam 
which  terminated  the  Mandatory  Criminal  Restraining  Order.  Carol,  Hugger,  and  magistrate 
Chris  Voisinet  defrauded  the  court  regarding  imminent  danger  and  Carol's  need  of  another 
protection  order,  very  obviously  to  'tie  the  judge's  hands'  at  Permanent  Orders. 

14.  During  the  final  divorce  hearings  on  March  21,  22  and  28,  2006,  Carol  and  Hugger 
defrauded  the  court  regarding  the  ill-gotten  protection  order  and  its  validity  knowing  that  the 
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divorce  judge's  hands  would  be  tied  with  respect  to  custody,  parenting  time  and  decision  making. 

15.  During  the  final  hearings,  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  regarding  his  attorney's  fees. 

16.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  regarding  deposits  into 
my  brother  Joe's  bank  account  before  he  died. 

17.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  again  defrauded  the  court  regarding  Carol's 
expenses  and  other  items  on  her  Financial  Affidavit. 

18.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  again  defrauded  the  court  regarding  my 
income. 

19.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  regarding  my 
employment  status,  stating  that  I  was  “voluntarily  unemployed  and  underemployed.” 

20.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol  and  Hugger  defrauded  the  court  into  finding  that  I  was 
the  one  planning  the  divorce  and  had  forced  Carol  to  get  a  job  in  2004. 

21.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol,  Hugger,  and  Child  and  Family  Investigator  E.  Gay 
Niermann  (“Niermann”),  defrauded  the  court  by  concealment  of  Carol's  mental  illness  and  the 
history  of  mental  illness  in  Carol's  family,  and  into  believing  that  I  was  the  parent  with  problems 
and  who  needed  therapy. 

22.  During  the  final  hearings,  Carol,  Hugger,  and  Niermann  defrauded  the  court  by 
concealment  of  Carol's  relentless  denials  of  my  contact  with  our  kids,  interference  with  my 
parenting  time  every  time  our  kids  were  with  me,  and  other  child  abuses  and  crimes  against  me, 
and  into  believing  that  I  was  an  “abusive  and  neglectful  husband  and  father,”  was  denying 
contact  with  their  mother,  and  was  otherwise  alienating  our  kids  from  Carol. 

23.  During  the  final  hearings  and  in  her  Report  and  Recommendations.  Niermann  defrauded 
the  court  by  concealment  of  the  participation  in  Carol's  “parental  alienation”  and  other  child 
abuses  by  many  in  our  children's  schools,  soccer  club,  girl  scouts  and  church,  and  into  believing 
that  I  was  not  at  all  involved  in  our  children's  school  or  extracurricular  activities  and  events. 

24.  During  the  final  hearings  and  in  her  Report  and  Recommendations.  Niermann  defrauded 
the  court  regarding  the  wishes  of  our  children. 

25.  During  the  final  hearings  and  in  her  Report  and  Recommendations.  Niermann  defrauded 
the  court  regarding  Carol's  and  my  “Grand  Plan”  and  reversal  of  roles,  my  semi-retirement,  and 
my  sole  decision-making  for  our  family  all  through  our  marriage. 


GENERAL  FACTS  AND  EVIDENCE  RELEVANT  TO  DOMESTIC  VIOLENCE: 

NOTE:  References  are  made  to  evidence  on  the  record  in  case  05DRJ^and  in  my  10-01-15 
EXHIBIT  BOOK  which  was  recently  before  the  state  court  in  the  parental  responsibilities  matters; 
see  FIRST  and  SECOND  VERIFIED  COMPLAINTS  in  this  federal  district. 

1 .  Carol  and  I  grew  up  in  the  same  hometown,  have  known  each  other  for  over  40  years, 
were  in  a  relationship  for  22  years,  and  were  married  for  15  years. 

2.  I  know  Carol  better  than  any  other  human  being,  including  her  parents,  siblings,  friends, 
therapists,  and  anyone  else  on  earth. 

3.  I  have  never  intentionally  harmed  Carol;  I  have  never  touched  Carol  in  a  mean  way.  I  am 
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a  passive  person.  It  is  not  in  my  nature  to  harm  anyone,  any  animal,  any  insect,  or  anything,  in 
any  way.  There  is  no  record  to  the  contrary. 

4.  Carol  has  intentionally  harmed  me  many  times.  Carol  is  a  very  avaricious,  abusive  and 
sometimes  violent  person.  It  is  in  Carol's  nature  to  abuse  our  children,  physically  and 
psychologically;  to  abuse  me,  physically  and  psychologically;  to  destroy  relationships,  property, 
and  dreams;  to  sacrifice  our  children's  childhoods,  my  parenthood,  and  our  futures  for  financial 
gain;  and  to  coerce,  control,  punish,  and  seek  revenge  against  me  to  get  what  she  wants.  The 
record  in  this  case  clearly  establishes  these  facts,  and  I  have  further  evidence  to  prove  that  Carol 
took  the  wrong  path  in  her  youth  and  has  become  a  downright  evil  and  cruel  person  with  a  mind 
bent  of  causing  harm  to  me  in  any  way  she  can. 

5.  Prior  to  and  during  our  marriage,  Carol  secretly  planned,  in  writing: 

a.  to  murder  our  first  child  and  entrap  me  into  marriage,  see  Exhibit  Al; 

b.  to  brainwash  our  live  living  children  against  me,  see  Exhibits  A2-A  7; 

c.  to  steal  from  me  during  our  marriage,  see  Exhibit  Bl\ 

d.  to  divorce  me,  see  below, 

e.  to  steal  my  life's  work  during  her  divorce,  see  Exhibits  B1-B2; 

f.  to  defraud  the  courts  during  her  divorce,  see  Exhibit  CO-3; 

g.  to  “call  911”  and  otherwise  defraud  law  enforcement,  see  below  and  Exhibit  CO-2; 

h.  to  commit  “domestic  violence  scams”  against  me,  see  Exhibit  A6; 

i.  and  to  commit  other  crimes  against  me,  see  Exhibits  B3-B5. 


A  few  of  Carol's  hand-written  notes  evidencing  theft,  fraud,  and  other  crimes: 
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(I found  these  notes  among  hundreds  of  others  while  doing  my  inventory  of  marital  assets  for 
“Mandatory’ Disclosures”  in  Carol's  divorce.) 


6.  Shortly  after  we  were  married  in  October  1990,  in  conspiracy  with  her  two  sisters  in 
Minnesota,  Carol  began  skimming  from  our  marital  bank  accounts  and  stockpiling  cash  and 
“collectibles”  for  her  divorce;  Carol  stole  approximately  $125,000.00  from  me  in  this  manner. 

7.  Carol  and  her  two  sisters  began  brainwashing  each  of  our  children  against  me  when  they 
were  very  young. 

8.  In  or  around  January  1997,  in  one  of  her  pushes  for  divorce,  most  likely  in  conspiracy 
with  her  sisters  who  both  have  a  history  of  using  protection  orders  to  control  others  and  to 
control  the  outcome  of  disputes,  Carol  jumped  on  my  back  and  pounded  the  back  of  my  head 
with  her  fist  intending  to  illicit  a  response  from  me,  see  ]f  7  in  Exhibit  CO-2,  so  she  could  “Call 
911”  as  she  had  planned  a  few  months  earlier,  see  note  above,  but  her  plan  failed;  and  instead  of 
striking  back,  I  took  Carol  to  a  marriage  counselor,  who  recommended  ongoing  therapy  for  her 
obvious  hatred  problem,  but  Carol  repeatedly  refused  to  see  the  psychologist  again. 

9.  Shortly  after  we  moved  into  our  new  home  in  April  2000,  Carol  and  her  sisters  and  a  few 
of  her  friends  began  engaging  in  a  phenomenon  known  as  “parental  alienation”1  to  turn  our 
children  against  me  in  preparation  for  her  upcoming  divorce. 

10.  In  the  months  leading  up  to  her  divorce,  in  conspiracy  with  her  attorney  John  C.  Hugger, 
Carol  increasingly  abused  our  children  and  me. 

1 1 .  Hugger  filed  Carol's  divorce  on^^^^^^B2005. 

12.  Throughout  the  divorce,  Hugger  masterminded  the  frauds  upon  the  court  and  Carol 
carried  them  out;  their  goals  were  to  maximize  Carol's  thefts,  to  steal  my  life’s  work,  to  enslave 
me  with  an  unfair  child  support  order,  to  get  rid  of  me  from  my  family,  and  to  do  so  under  the 
guise  of  family  law. 

13.  From  the  outset  of  the  divorce,  Hugger  and  Carol  orchestrated  a  grand  conspiracy  in  our 

1  “Parental  Alienation”  is  described  by  an  expert  as  “a  set  of  family  dynamics  in  which  a  child  is  influenced  by 
one  parent  into  rejecting  a  relationship  with  the  other  parent.”  According  to  C.R.S.  §§  18-6-401,  18-3-304,  and  18-6- 
701,  Carol's  relentless  “parental  alienation  tactics”  and  other  acts  to  brainwash  our  children  against  me,  are  acts  of 
child  abuse;  and  according  to  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3,  are  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me. 
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community  to  defraud  the  courts  regarding  all  material  facts,  intending  to  influence: 

a.  the  custody  order; 

b.  the  decision  making  order; 

c.  the  parenting  time  order; 

d.  the  child  support  order; 

e.  the  real  estate  division  order; 

f.  the  marital  and  personal  property  division  orders; 

g.  and  other  divorce  orders. 

14.  Starting  with  their  initial  paperwork,  and  all  through  the  divorce,  Carol  and  Hugger 
committed  numerous  frauds  upon  the  court  regarding: 

a.  Carol's  and  my  “Grand  Plan”; 

b.  our  reversal  of  roles; 

c.  my  semi-retirement; 

d.  Carol’s  income; 

e.  my  income; 

f.  our  parenting  abilities; 

g.  our  decision  making  for  our  family; 

h.  housing; 

i.  our  insurances; 

j.  our  bills; 

k.  Carol’s  phony  911  call  and  other  false  domestic  violence  claims; 

l.  Carol’s  ongoing  contempt  of  the  divorce  orders; 

m.  my  business  computer  and  office  equipment; 

n.  my  intellectual  property; 

o.  my  personal  property; 

p.  my  tools  and  work  equipment; 

q.  Carol’s  hold  on  my  tools  and  work  equipment  and  other  things; 

r.  our  marital  property; 

s.  Carol’s  thefts  from  our  marital  accounts; 

t.  Carol’s  stockpiling  of  collectibles  for  the  divorce; 

u.  the  number  of  “Beanie  Babies”  Carol  and  her  sisters  had  stockpiled; 

v.  the  value  of  the  Beanie  Baby  collection; 

w.  our  paid-off  real  estate; 

x.  my  business  headquarters  on  the  property; 

y.  Hugger’s  “graciously  waived”  attorney’s  fees; 

z.  my  deceased  brother  Joe’s  bank  accounts; 

aa.  our  monthly  household  expenses  prior  to  the  divorce; 

ab.  Carol’s  monthly  expenses  during  the  divorce; 

ac.  my  employment  status; 

ad.  who  was  planning  the  divorce; 

ae.  who  had  filed  for  divorce; 

af.  who  wanted  the  divorce; 

ag.  my  parental  fitness; 

ah.  Carol's  parental  fitness; 

ai.  and  Carol's  “parental  alienation”  and  other  child  abuses  and  crimes. 
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15.  Hugger  learned  prior  to  or  early  in  the  divorce  that  Carol  had  been  systematically 
skimming  from  our  marital  accounts  all  through  marriage,  that  Carol  and  her  sisters  had 
purchased  and  stockpiled  thousands  of  Beanie  Babies  and  other  collectibles,  and  that  Carol 
intended  to  steal  as  much  of  my  life's  work  as  she  could  in  her  divorce. 

16.  In  January  and  February  2005,  to  conceal  previous  and  ongoing  conspiracies  and  thefts, 
Hugger  instructed  Carol  to  shred  our  old  bank  statements  and  her  Beanie  Baby  business  records, 
and  to  steal  my  mail  and  our  new  bank  statements. 

17.  On  February  15,  not  knowing  yet  that  my  brother  Joe  had  died  and  that  I  was  keeping  my 
distance  from  Carol,  in  an  attempt  to  get  me  to  voluntarily  move,  Carol  and  Hugger  conspired 
and  defrauded  my  first  attorney  into  believing  that  I  was  “annoying"  her. 

18.  At  that  same  time,  I  caught  my  first  attorney  faxing  my  confidential  letters  to  Hugger. 

19.  On  information  and  belief,  immediately  following  my  firing  of  my  first  attorney,  Hugger 
and  Carol  began  conspiring  to  make  Carol's  false  report  of  domestic  violence  with  the  intent  to 
have  me  arrested  and  removed  from  the  property,  as  Carol  had  secretly  planned  in  1996. 

20.  On  March  18,  2005,  Carol  and  Hugger  met  in  his  office  to  plan  the  specifics  of  Carol's 
false  911  call  that  day  (hereinafter  the  “911  Scam”). 

21.  With  Hugger's  knowledge,  encouragement  and  support,  Carol  committed  nine  more  false 
reports  to  police  during  her  divorce  for  the  purposes  of  lowering  my  parenting  time  and  thus 
increasing  the  child  support  order,  and  to  influence  the  other  divorce  orders. 

22.  Immediately  upon  returning  to  our  property  from  Hugger's  office  on  March  18,  Carol 
staged  an  argument,  locked  herself  in  the  bathroom,  and  called  911. 

23.  I  was  arrested,  jailed  and  charged  with  domestic  violence. 

24.  While  I  was  in  jail,  Carol  faxed  her  ill-gotten  “Mandatory  Criminal  protection  Order”  to 
our  children's  schools  and  soccer  club,  to  the  Girl  Scouts,  to  our  church,  and  to  others,  to  defraud 
our  community  into  believing  that  I  was  a  violent  man. 

25.  Around  that  same  time,  Carol  visited  several  of  our  neighbors  to  defraud  them  into 
believing  that  “ John  has  lost  his  mind.” 

26.  On  or  around  March  23,  Carol  and  Hugger  attempted  to  obtain  a  further  protection  order 
to  keep  me  away  from  the  kids  too;  but  when  that  failed,  Carol  registered  herself  as  a  ‘battered 
woman’  at  the  Karlis  Family  Center  and  fraudulently  enrolled  herself  and  all  five  of  our  children 
in  a  10-week  state-paid  counseling  program,  which  was  repeated  four  times  during  the  divorce  to 
brainwash  our  children  into  believing  that  I  was  “an  abusive  and  neglectful  father  and  husband.” 

27.  Around  this  time,  Carol  and  Hugger  conspired  (committing  criminal  conspiracy  pursuant 
to  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201),  broke  into  my  vehicle  (committing  first  degree  criminal  trespass  pursuant 
to  C.R.S.  §  18-4-502),  stole  my  exculpatory  evidence  and  confidential  documents  (committing 
theft  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-4-401),  destroyed  or  disposed  of  my  evidence  (committing  second 
degree  criminal  tampering  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-4-506),  all  in  an  attempt  to  have  me  falsely 
convicted  in  their  911  Scam  (committing  criminal  attempt  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-2-101). 

28.  In  April  2005,  Hugger  instructed  Carol  to  lock  up  the  property  and  refuse  a  “civil  assist” 
by  the  sheriff,  which  I  had  scheduled  to  retrieve  some  tools  for  work. 

29.  When  the  civil  assist  was  finally  held  in  October  2005,  Carol  allowed  me  to  retrieve  my 
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clothes  and  only  some  of  my  tools  and  work  equipment,  which  she  had  roped  off  in  my  shop,  but 
none  of  my  office  equipment,  none  of  my  deceased  brother  Joe's  things,  none  of  my  deceased 
father's  things,  none  of  my  recreational  vehicles  and  equipment,  none  of  my  premarital  items, 
none  of  my  personal  belongings,  not  even  my  parents'  portrait  nor  my  brother's  cremated  ashes. 
Just  before  leaving,  when  I  was  trying  to  start  Joe's  pickup,  Carol  told  the  sheriffs  deputy  that 
ownership  of  the  pickup  was  still  “in  question”  and  so  the  deputy  told  me  that  I  could  not  take  it. 

30.  Despite  at  least  26  written  requests  during  and  after  the  divorce  for  “my  things,”  see 
“MASTER  LIST”  on  page  9  of  Exhibit  Bl,  Carol  continued  to  exercise  control  over  my  things, 
including  my  8  motor  vehicles  worth  approximately  $33,250.00  (committing  class  4  felony 
aggravated  motor  vehicle  theft  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-4-409),  and  my  premarital  belongings, 
my  inheritances,  my  share  of  the  marital  assets,  my  business  computer,  intellectual  property, 
office  furniture  and  equipment,  and  even  many  of  my  most  important  tools  and  work  equipment, 
worth  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  (committing  at  least  class  3,  or  possibly  class  2,  felony 
theft  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-4-401;  and  exposing  herself  to  liability  in  the  amount  of  treble 
damages  for  the  thefts,  a  substantial  portion  of  my  lost  income  and  other  losses  over  the  past 
decade,  and  punitive  damages). 

31.  To  influence  Permanent  Orders,  Carol  and  Hugger  conspired  and  submitted  their 
fraudulent  protection  order  (see  below),  a  fraudulent  Financial  Affidavit,  a  fraudulent  Trial 
Management  Certificate,  a  fraudulent  real  estate  appraisal,  Carol’s  fraudulent  appraisal  of  my 
tools,  my  deceased  brother  Joe’s  bank  statements,  and  several  other  fraudulent  exhibits  to  the 
court  (committing  at  least  4  counts  of  “offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording”  pursuant  to 
C.R.S.  §  18-5-114,  and  several  other  crimes). 


FACTS  AND  EVIDENCE  PROVING  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  ALLEGED  IN  THIRD 
VERIFIED  COMPLAINT: 


32.  On  February  2,  2006, 1  was  found  “not  guilty”  of  domestic  violence  by  a  jury;  see  file  in 
case  2005M1468: 

Keiciueu  UVtJilU  i  ttuu  letup  RCDtiaxuxuy  uiu  vjiauccu  ^  -w 

32/02/2006  Case  Closed  Event  ID:  000012 

TORY  TRIAL  HELD  DEF  FOUND  NOT  GUILTY  CASE  CLOSED  /MWR 

32/02/2006  Jury  Trial  02/01/2006  08:00  AM  3B 

Officer:  JUDY  LYNN  ARCHULETA  Length:  1.00  Hour(s) 

<3t-at-ne  •  .TTRW-.Tnrv  Trial  HfO  d 

33.  On  February  3,  2006,  Carol  and  Hugger  obtained  another  protection  order  by  fraud;  see 
VERIFIED  MOTION  FOR  PROTECTION  ORDER  at  end  of  this  exhibit;  see  file  for  original. 


From  Carol  and  Hugger's  VERIFIED  MOTION  FOR  PROTECTION  ORDER: 


a)  The  most  recent  incident  that  causes  me  to  ask  for  a  Civil  Protection  Order  occurred  on  or  about  3  1  “3  ~  POQi 
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.  (County), 
_ (name  of  party)  did  the  following 


when  _ ^ 

to  me  and/or  the  above-named  Protected  Parties:  Be  specific:  What  was  the  threat  or  acts  of  violence?  Where 
did  this  occur?  Were  the  minor  children  or  other  Protected  Parties  present?  Was  a  weapon  involved? 
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b)  The  most  serious  incident  that  causes  me  to  ask  for  a  Civil  Protection  Order  occurred  on  or  about  XOX71  ifPCt-rt 
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Both  Carol  and  Hugger  signed  the  verified  motion  “under  penalty’  of  perjury’ 


I 


I  swear  or  affirm  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  information  contained  in  this  Verified  Complaint/Motion  for  Civil  Protection 
Order  is  true  and  correct.  I  understand  that  once  a  Civil  Protection  Order  is  issued  it  cannot  be  modified  or  dismissed  by 
me  or  the  other  party  without  permission  of  the  Court. 

d. 

Attorney,  if  applicable 


Telephone  Number 


34.  And  magistrate  Chris  Voisinet  (“Voisinet”)  knowingly  granted  the  fraudulent  motion;  see 
TEMPORARY  CIVIL  PROTECTION  ORDER  at  end  of  this  exhibit;  see  file  for  original'. 


tJv  retss  snail  uc  paiu  uy  mo  u  nanmn/romiunoi  KJ'wcidiuam/ncsjJuuvjciH 

O  It  is  further  ordered  that:  _ _ 


Date: 


oC& 


Tfiis  order  or  judgment  was  issued  in  a 
piuueeding  where  consent  was  unnecessary 
Any  uppcal  must  he  taken  within  15  days 
pursuant  to  C.R.M,  Rule  7(a). 


O  Judge  \  DC  Magistrate  This  ori 


By  signing,  I  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  Order  or  O  Restrained  Party  is  not  present  in®Efif^J8lnfir:®^^2,nt®'l  was  necessary 

appeal  must  be  taken  pursuant  10 

Date:  ^i3jf?Lr _ f 


Ja 


Signature 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  true  and  complete  copy  of  the  original  order.  >  '  .■ 

o,„  D?  OS /HO  %_£ 

Cisrt,  . 


yudgiumj^js  entered  in  a 
ifconsert 
etafcsn  di 

M.  Rule  7(h). 


35.  As  alleged  and  proven  above,  when  the  Mandatory  Criminal  Protection  Order  expired 
upon  my  acquittal,  Carol  and  Hugger  knowingly,  willfully  and  wantonly  obtained  this  second 
protection  order  merely  to  'tie  the  judge's  hands'  at  Permanent  Orders;  and  Voisinet  knowingly, 
willfully  and  wantonly  granted  this  second  protection  order  to  aid  Carol  and  Hugger  in  tying  the 
judge's  hands  at  Permanent  Orders. 

36.  In  addition  to  the  fraud  regarding  the  'most  recent  incident'  evidenced  above: 

a.  Under  'most  serious  incident'  ( see  full  document  below),  Carol  complained  that  I  took 
pictures  of  her,  and  made  up  an  incident  in  January  2005  (13  months  prior),  which 
was  obviously  not  serious  enough  to  contact  authorities  then;  (and  Carol  also  admits 
to  the  theft  of  my  digital  camera,  which  contained  evidence  of  Carol's  disposal  of  her 
cocaine  dealing  equipment  and  paraphernalia,  see p7  of  Exhibit  A2,  which  also  makes 
her  guilty  of  another  count  of  criminal  tampering  under  Colorado  law,  supra);  and 

b.  Carol  falsely  stated  under  'other  past  incidents'  that  I  had  “escalated  [my]  verbal  & 
mental  &  physical  abuse  over  the  past  year”  knowing  full  well  that  I  had  rarely  even 


seen  her  outside  of  court  since  she  called  91 1  on  March  18,  2005. 

37.  All  involved  knew  that  Carol  was  not  in  imminent  danger;  that  the  most  recent  incident 
complained  of  had  been  decided  in  my  favor  by  a  jury  the  previous  day  and  that  that  incident  had 
occurred  over  10  months  prior  to  the  motion,  far  outside  the  statutory  time  frame  for  applying  for 
a  protection  order;  that  the  most  serious  incidents  complained  of,  if  true,  were  not  serious  enough 
at  the  time  to  cause  Carol  to  seek  protection  then;  and  that  the  other  past  incidents  complained  of 
were  not  possible  and  could  not  have  occurred. 

38.  All  involved  intended  the  divorce  judge  to  act  in  reliance  upon  the  fraudulent  protection 
order  in  his  Permanent  Orders  by  awarding  Carol  primary  residential  custody  and  sole  decision¬ 
making  responsibility  and  by  limiting  my  parenting  time  to  every  other  weekend. 

39.  All  involved  further  intended  with  the  fraudulent  protection  order  to  influence  the  real 
estate  division  order,  child  support  order,  and  other  orders. 

40.  Unbeknownst  to  me  at  the  time,  Carol  and  Hugger  had  filed  their  motion  in  Division  “P,” 
which  was  the  assigned  magistrate's  division;  so,  in  addition  to  fraud  upon  the  court,  Voisinet, 
whose  division  was  “Q,”  obviously  acted  outside  his  authority  to  help  “fix”  Carol's  divorce. 

[  Voisinet  went  on  to  commit  several  more  crimes  against  my  family  in  the  post-divorce .] 

41 .  In  spite  of  my  acquittal,  Carol  and  Hugger  continued  to  pretend,  then  and  still  to  this  day 
-  to  my  children,  to  our  community,  to  law  enforcement,  and  to  the  courts  -  as  though  I  am  a 
violent  and  dangerous  man. 

42.  During  the  final  hearings  for  Permanent  Orders  on  March  21,  22,  and  28,  2006,  Carol  and 
Hugger  committed  multiple  perjuries  in  their  court  documents  and  testimony  about  the  911  Scam 
and  Carol's  other  “domestic  violence  scams,”  as  part  of  their  massive  fraud  upon  the  courts. 

43.  Carol  and  Hugger  used  their  fraudulent  protection  order  to  successfully  tie  the  divorce 
judge's  hands  with  respect  to  custody,  decision-making  and  parenting  time,  knowing  that 
Colorado  law  restricts  each  parental  responsibility  when  a  protection  order  is  in  place. 

44.  Despite  knowing  full  well  that  Carol  and  Hugger  had  committed  numerous  frauds  upon 
his  court  and  that  the  protection  order  was  void,  the  divorce  judge,  Stephen  Munsinger 
(“Munsinger”)  awarded  Carol  primary  residential  custody  and  sole  decision-making 
responsibility,  and  limited  my  parenting  time  to  every  other  weekend,  as  though  the  protection 
order  was  valid,  committing  his  own  fraud  upon  the  court. 

45.  Munsinger  further  acted  in  reliance  upon  the  fraudulent  protection  order  by  awarding 
Carol  our  paid-off  home  and  real  estate  property,  which  included  my  business  headquarters  and 
our  family's  prospective  business,  inventory  and  forest2,  and  by  diminishing  my  parenting  time 
even  further  than  required  by  law  to  apparently  'jack  up’  the  child  support  order. 


GENERAL  POST-DIVORCE  FACTS  RELEVANT  TO  DOMESTIC  VIOLENCE: 

46.  By  massive  fraud  upon  the  Colorado  courts  and  Jefferson  County  offices,  upon  our 
children's  schools  and  our  community  in  Evergreen,  and  upon  our  children  and  me,  Carol  stole 
my  life's  work  and  obtained  near- full  custody  of  our  five  minor  children,  sole  decision-making 
ability,  over  95%  of  the  family  estate  I  built  including  the  paid-off  real  estate  where  my  business 


2  The  27-acres  contains  enough  trees  to  supply  the  family  business  I  was  setting  up  at  the  time  of  the  divorce  for 
my  lifetime  and  for  as  long  as  my  children  want  to  hang  on  to  the  business. 
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was  headquartered,  a  grossly  inflated  child  support  order,  and  other  miscellaneous  orders 
designed  to  wipe  me  out  financially. 

47.  In  the  post-divorce,  despite  being  even  more  successful  in  her  gold-digger  divorce  than 
she  had  planned,  Carol,  Hugger,  Voisinet,  Munsinger,  and  others  went  berserk  in  their  crime 
spree  against  me,  to  punish  me  and,  on  information  and  belief,  in  an  attempt  to  cause  my  suicide. 

48.  With  Hugger's  knowledge  and  encouragement,  Carol  continued  to  hold  my  things;  stole 
my  share  of  the  “MSE  Settlement  money”;  made  further  false  reports  to  law  enforcement  and 
child  protective  services,  then  alleging  that  I  was  abusing  our  children;  relentlessly  interfered 
with  my  parenting  time  and  my  contact  with  each  of  our  children;  pursued  payment  of  an  order 
requiring  me  to  pay  Carol  an  additional  $30,801.50,  which  she  and  Hugger  obtained  by  fraud  in 
Permanent  Orders;  and  committed  many  other  crimes;  see  Exhibits  A3-A6  and  B1-B4. 

49.  Then  chief  judge  R.  Brook  Jackson  (“Jackson”)  took  the  MSE  Settlement  money  into  the 
Court  Register  and  later  gave  my  share  of  the  money  to  Carol  knowing  full  well  that  he  was 
participating  in  fraud  and  theft,  and  committing  his  own  fraud  upon  the  court  (to  be  alleged  in  a 
separate  lawsuit);  and  Jackson  knew  full  that  Permanent  Orders  were  void,  but  refused  to  set 
aside  the  orders,  committing  another  fraud  upon  the  court. 

50.  After  Hugger's  departure  from  the  case  in  December  2006,  Carol  teamed  up  with 
Voisinet,  the  Jefferson  County  Child  Support  Enforcement  Unit  (“Jeffco-CSE”)  and  others,  to 
steal  what  I  had  left,  to  impoverish  me,  to  falsely  arrest  me  three  more  times,  and  to  literally 
drive  me  out  of  Colorado  to  protect  myself;  see  Exhibits  B1-B4. 

5 1 .  Following  my  move  to  Minnesota  in  May  2007,  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSE  brought  their 
crime  spree  here  to  Minnesota;  see  Exhibit  B5  and  Minnesota  case  40-CV-14 

52.  Carol  has  denied  all  of  my  parenting  time,  vacation  time,  and  holiday  time  since  May 
2007,  and  has  denied  all  of  my  contact  with  our  kids  since  August  2008. 

IN  CONCLUSION: 

53.  Although  this  writing  is  detailed,  the  foregoing  account  does  not  even  scratch  the  surface 
of  Carol's  evil  nature  and  evil  plan  to  take  advantage  of  me  in  life. 

54.  Plainly  and  simply,  Carol's  911  Scam  and  other  domestic  violence  scams  are  just  that: 
scams.  And  Carol  defrauded  our  children,  our  community,  law  enforcement,  and  the  courts,  to 
maximize  her  gains  in  her  preconceived  wrongful  divorce. 

55.  According  to  Colorado  law,  Carol  is  not  only  guilty  of  fraud,  fraud  upon  the  court,  child 
abuse,  theft  and  other  serious  crimes,  but  also  of  multiple  counts  of  domestic  violence  against  me 
according  to  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3,  which  states  in  part: 

"Domestic  violence"  also  includes  any  other  crime  against  a  person,  or  against  property,  including 
an  animal,  or  any  municipal  ordinance  violation  against  a  person,  or  against  property,  including  an 
animal,  when  used  as  a  method  of  coercion,  control,  punishment,  intimidation,  or  revenge  directed 
against  a  person  with  whom  the  actor  is  or  has  been  involved  in  an  intimate  relationship. 

56.  Accordingly,  each  of  Carol's  over  300  thefts,  frauds,  conspiracies  and  other  crimes 
against  me,  as  documented  in  Exhibit  CO-2,  and  each  of  Carol's  over  300  “parental  alienation 
tactics”  and  other  abuses  of  our  children,  as  documented  in  Exhibit  CO-1,  is  an  act  of  domestic 
violence  against  me. 

57.  The  facts  and  evidence  clearly  show  that  Carol  is  the  only  abusive  person  in  our  family. 
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Carol  and  Hugger's  VERIFIED  MOTION  FOR  PROTECTION  ORDER;  see  file  for  original : 
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TfsPb/eiunl  Assault  Throat  Or  other  ailualim. 

2.  I  reside  or  am  empipvcd  i'i^ha  County  of .  ^ 
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.  (lime),  >i . 


_  (County), 
.  (name  of  party)  d<d  tea  tofkjwhg 


Id  me  endtor  Itie  above- nernedtPfi'jlected  Pantos:  8*  specific;  Wwt  wa*  the  threat  or  art*  of  violence?  Whare 
dMUite  occur?  Were  (he  mnw  children  osothw  Protected  Partins  present?  Wea  a  weapon  Involved? 
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ttiahcmectanolher.  j. 
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~  Uu 


«f...  •  ,  ... 

t3  Ete  olkmwf  only  lha  folwng  bnltod  osnttoi  r^h  me  or  ttic  ether  t'rot^ed  Parttes:  e»  Bpectftc. 
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or 
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Voisinet’s  TEMPORARY  CIVIL  PROTECTION  ORDER;  see  file  for  original : 


intend  Ctonf  0  Cotrlv  CojtI 


JEffERSO* 

Caxt  ArJrXnss:  , 


PlallMlIfiPBOttoficr: 


iHTty  C«Mt  .fraitrvri  Coixt  □  Dmmv D  Dema Pnfoita 
_ Caurty,  Cotorsdo 

ICO  JCfFEftSOft  COUNTY  PfCWY 
fiOLDEN,  CO  9040T 


Dornestic  Viotestt® 


_ A  COURT  USE  Oh 

Case  Kmibcr: 


PgTDfKMnCRiiBaiMn^iri:  -)0rl 

ArVr*3S  _  ^ _ 

_ _  OMsion; 

_ TEMPOS AWT  CIVIL  PBOTgenON  ORDER  ISSUED  PURSU  ANT  TO  §  13-14-t02.C-RL$. 


Full  Name  Of  Bestrafrwrf  tVrty  )  Date  of  I  ]  Eye 

|  PPTOtiKtea  Fatly  alleys  Waapcn  Inched  i  Birth  |  $»»  Race  |  W0flbt  Hefcjht  Color  Color 

!  |i:!'l;1i^^B  ■»”  g?  NhM-f  j±A  tZ.'0 


Full  Nstneol 
ftp-tectert  Party 

CtWrA  1 


Ml  Name  ol 
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flano 

w 
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eg 

A 

th*  Court  finds  that  if  hR5  Jurt&lCflCfi  Cv* r  t\e  partos  arvd  the*  malir*;  ihrjl  -'j.UjiS 

iffeEtlrainM  Pally)  umftfcires  a  c/ecitte  threat.  that  an  Imminer*  dsnper  «isis  to  the  Bfe  arijiteiin^^sSodsd  Pa  die® 
rarned  ri  the  action,  and  srjtflctBnt  csi^e  rats  for  tho  Issuance  of  a  Civil  Protection  cr^r^  -g  '~fii 

THa  court llode  Itia*  the  Restrained  Party  □  is  □  la  wt 9CKWDt.3  by  rtio Srody  Handgun  Ual^e^HcijEfcs,  ia  u.s.C. 
§  asa  (dxe)  sn#  (g)(a|.Thls  renting  is  mmesMry  onty  When  the  Court  is  oonthulng  aT«tnpi.rt*y  ^ecdo5hrd*r  and  lha 
RnsOaVied  Party  is  pneaer/  _j  ^ 

The  Conti  Orders  that  you,  the  Restrained  Parly,  shall  in*  contact,  hsnKe,  afcilk,  injire,  rttlmVlBle,  threaten,  or  molest 
Ihe  Protected  Parfias  nanuxj  in  iNsacUon  crottww&t  vkilute  this  Order.  Tfcu  ehall  not  use.  attempt  1o  use,  or  Uneaten  to 
use  pttyalcaJ  force  againd  the  Protected  Ps/fiee  lhal  would  irasonehry  be  expected  v>  oaitso  toefly  irfury.  \hu  rfiah  rot 
*"3  W  In  any  comAjd  that  would  pace  the  Prelected  Parties  in  r^aacnabte  fear  of  fcpdlly  Ir^uty. 

You  nwet  toep  a  distance  of  at  team  JOO_  yards  from  the  Protected  Parties,  HimudJnj  Usrctttttnrrr 

Ths  next  heating  k  ._  *'■ L/^i  M  ,  <>««»  (Oatel  *'  **  «  “  itiamt  m  u*  on.rt  .-.a^ 

sherra  Thie  Temporary  Protedion  Order  aspire:  attha  ooocljBlan  of  the  Hoarlng  date  slated  afco.«  urfeas  cmrtHoed  by 
the  Court  lo  ancehar  date. _  .1 

1.  CohImL 

» ts  erdared  llwr  you,  !ho  Reslreir*sd  Party,  shall  Kau«  no  contact  of  arty  land  ntth  the  P/oiottrd  Pfedtes,  trwiudr^  me 
chTdreiv  ard  ywj  shRil  rot  6mernp1  lo  enrdact  sjiid  p^rdee  Ihrotah  any  third  person,  eKcept  ycor  attornerv,  e/cept  as 
hHlaw«:_g»d  cytf  t,\j  *sro*£  r&jofjiy  -ft,  r  * ,  j>V^-,  _  r 


J > r f  0 StS  H7,<35  iuAtmn.t*vchvn,r»OKCT»OfiOUu*f  Ktc»JiPunSviA|irT70|tJ-t4-iin,cia.'h^.i^<i 

dl&rurtcojr,  (Sjnai»driw«»— «<wr  PtlhlfaMUHfl^ontair^ 


c 


Case  Nome: 


CM*  Number: 


A  violation  or  a  protection  order  Is  iomind  may  be  prosecuted  si  a  mlsdomranw,  munidpal  ord  Irene*  vio'*Ho*v<w  * 
(M:r>n>>cil  *c$  tfr  oowntfltod  by  a  Jwtnllo)  pursuant  K>  5 18-W0X5,  CAS,  and  mumetal  ordnance. 


2.  Exclusion  from  Pisces. 

II  is  wtoed  dial  ,ou  be  arctodee  from  Iht  tolwdrg  claws  and  sna’I  tttt/  »  teftK  ywift  fluty f  livn  *s 

feHwwig  pzx s:  (Pfa«c  spwTy  tire  attdreiilre)  where  tf»  Preceded  Psitleo  reeefa.  work  or  sttoad  school) 

Q  The  FVao:ltM  Party  Has  Chal  Ur*  flftiws  t»  cmWd  from  ir»  wHten  ctow  e*  Vie  Cet*e.  IneMliig  die 

Register^ 

Home; 

WOK:  Nim 

/itUtws: 

□  School:  Name; 


AsditoSS:  . 


□  Oth  rr: _ 

□  Exc^  liens: 


You  may  nol  nomairt  livor  return  to  eoy  or  (he  above  looewxie  after  you  receive  thle  Order.  You  eheil  be  permitted 

to  relum  to  a  shared  residence  one  time  to  obtain  etrff/clenl  untSsputod  personal  effects  to  maintain  a  normal 
standard  of  Hying  until  the  next  hearing  date  ONLYlLycu  are  accompanied  at  all  times  by  a  law  mfotremmlcffictr. 

3.  Care  and  Control  Provisions. 

O  R  Is  in  tro  best  Merest  cf  the  mhev  chto-an  met  ccro  ssr»J  conmi  ol  cttldren  be  awarded  to _ 

_ _ {rvt'neoJpsrlyJuiUHhSrtejftftoemj.AUwiwrHj.  ' 

the  Crxiri  win  cctcmnc  who  should  rocow  icmporory  cm  and  control  ol  tfO  mfiw  c  Woven  for  op  to  »P5  dsys. 

4.  issues  concerning  Children,  (ParenlinaTlme  end  Decfeloo-Maldng  Responsibilities) 

)3>  Heetrainea  Party  fe  qranwd  wowopg  (line  with  the  minor  cftroien. 

□  Ps/enlinp  time  and  Oicii'on-rraiUng  resccnsftHU*?  vrtt  at  oirtida  red  si  Ha  Perma-ittil  rvotecCwi  orders  Hearty  or 
rtlhenexl  Hesrhg. 

□  Pt/e-ainp  tree  exalts  w _ (nem  hearing  dale)  end  that  be  as  unowe; 


(next  beam;  daVa) 


O  interim  dc-efslen  nvaMro  rcc-portyonties  oxciro  <xi _ _ _ _  _ _ _ 

and  Shall  be  ax  <oIcmv. 

□  _ _ foams  ol  party)  shall  h»,«  so’c  dccfafatvmafcfag  losponsiURoJ. 

O  Jlvi  patneft.iiKtl  jO.nilj'slM'e  dsclson-rmbcip/esponabtietw. 

□  Othar  as  set  fsrth  in  tOdier  RmudMUP seslion  S  before.  >r  . 

PbreolirgfiineanddKaiiurniirtiayjj^MWbHttWSOSlItHespfedOUIIycnJesadlivthe  CW-  f _  fL.«r> 

Oislrvt Overt, Case [> i Thc-JI  <* e^. 
5.  Other  PrcvtakNis. 

□  The  Ccwt  wares  at  fees  and  no  fare  far  eer/lcoshOofa  be  axewsed  per  $  10-14-102(21  i(b),  Cn.S. 
t<  Fee*  shafl  be  pa'd  by  the  O  mnlrmuoorw  ,  efoiervsa'iiiritcpsrdera 

□  il  Is  fur  Dior  or  Cored  thsl: _ _ _ _ 

inn  etact  Mj-jtgmsu  wu  is  j«d  lo  i 

- /T\-‘  f\ -  [BinaCBg  »m  ainreew-ty 

P»toraU<»  CAM.  tale  7(u). 


0(M: 


>14 


Ufefr 

D  ‘  BCMaibiinm  1  This  nrCpteitii^,, 


By  signing,  I  acknowledge  ncccgi  cf  this  Onicr  or  □  Roslriincd 1  Pibty-is  not  prcscnflrrv 

o Me:  jhjnie. _ _ L.  ’•  Kik-  1(h). 

^  r  /  •*  *  # 

f  ccrtfy  Him  this  is  o  truer  end  cxjrreifato  cotvd<  tnooimVittoidd.  *'v>  >4  ,  Iff  J  i 

<-«  Qi  ";L ■>•'•'•• 


CMCittisa 

^ftcxra.wncCKiaiy 

min! « -Jkfti  purnixu  a> 


’  •'  /-.  v 

H>k.v>i  srei  Trwroaivvcnn.rttcmxmcNOmsrffiVimTittxrxKrTdr  i)  ut(B.Ciu,.  iru^xri. 

{iic«uitce«y  i:<  aei*MtTv«t»tnt»  coft  iijrv^swftViM^ofuoii  Cm 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  28th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FOUR  was  served  upon  the  petitioner,  the  intervenor,  and  judge 
Stephen  M.  Munsinger,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed 
to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER 
Jeffco  Courts  &  Admin.  Facility 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  CO  80401  " 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

FOURTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DRBB 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”3  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P. 
60(b)(3),  on  the  grounds  that  all  decisions  were  automatically  rendered  void  for  any  one  of 
numerous  reasons  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FOUR;  and,  having  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this  FOURTH  MOTION,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  need  to  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FOUR. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FOUR,  all  decisions  in  this 

1  This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DPBB  Title  IV-D 

|B  and  Appeal  2017C^^^Bfor  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  John  M(B|^^B  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 

enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  1  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 
— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — were  automatically  rendered  wholly  void  for  any 
one  of  frauds  upon  the  court,  deprivations  of  rights  under  color  of  law,  or  other  offenses  and 
crimes  alleged  and  proven  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FOUR. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
“fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  this  wrongful 
divorce  case  #2005  DR^^ — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to 
C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under 
the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^p-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  FOURTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DP(Hlare  true  anc*  correct. 

DATED  this  27th  Day  of  October  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  28th  Day  of  October,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
FOURTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005Dpi®  was  served  upon  the 
petitioner,  intervenor,  and  judge  Stephen  M.  Munsinger,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail, 
postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER 
Jeffco  Courts  &  Admin.  Facility 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  CO  80401  ‘ 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  5 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE 
& 

Fifth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPBB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COEORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^B 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE 

1  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  PART  FIVE 
of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  newly  designated  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”3  for  his 
or  her  continuing4  review — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment 
entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”5  named  JAMIN 
M  ALABISO;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following 
under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  other  criminals  named  herein  and  served  a 
copy  of  this  court  document,  object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  FIVE  of  my  petition,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  this  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

2  I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR^®  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^B 
flB  and  Appeal  201704®HPfor  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

3  See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  ‘‘FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

4  PART  SIX,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  the  divorce  judges 
knowingly  facilitated  the  petitioner's  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders,  and  that  the 
intervenor  and  the  current  judges  are  still  facilitating  the  enforcement  of  known  void  orders. 

5  I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over 
the  next  few  weeks  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and 
nunc  pro  tunc ;  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child  support 
order  and  child  support  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  °f  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  person  “JOHN  (the 

“strawman”)  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto,, 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

c.  PART  THREE  alleged  and  proved,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed 
facts  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  and  the 
state  actors  were  legitimate  and  not  racketeering,  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied; 
and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

d.  PART  FOUR  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  the  divorce  judge  did  not  base  the  child 
support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support  order, 
and  all  his  “Permanent  Orders,”  are  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  they  are  void;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

e.  This  PART  FIVE  re-summarizes  and  references  evidence  already  on  the  record 
proving  that  the  petitioner  (“Carol”),  her  attorney  JOHN  CHARLES  HUGGER  (“HUGGER”), 
the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator”  ELLEN  GAYNIERMANN  (“NIERMANN”),  and  others, 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  “Permanent  Orders”  in  this  divorce, 
especially  the  child  support  order,  any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  the  divorce 
orders  void;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

3.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  VERIFIED  MOTION  AND  AFFIDAVIT  TO 

MODIFY  PARENTAL  RESPONSIBILITIES  and  referenced  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  fded  in 
this  case  on  October  5,  2015;  my  COMBINED  VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  DISSOLUTION,  FIRST 
CIVIL  COMPLAINT,  AND  FIRST  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINT  and  its  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK 
filed  in  the  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  in  November  2011  ( see  case  201  and  my 

500+  page  “PETITION  BOOK”6  filed  in  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  in  April  2011  ( see  case 
201  The  frauds  upon  the  court  at  issue  in  this  matter  have  been  repeatedly  alleged  and 

proven  on  the  record  in  Colorado,  but  the  merits  of  my  claims  have  never  been  adjudicated. 

4.  Carol's  frauds  upon  the  court  to  manipulate  the  outcome  of  her  wrongful  divorce  were  co¬ 
conspired  and  carried  out  by  HUGGER  and  NIERMANN,  and  others7;  and,  as  will  be  shown  in  my 

6  My  “PETITIONS  TO  THE  COLORADO  AND  MINNESOTA  SUPREME  COURTS”  to  the  high  courts  and  to 
the  governors  in  both  states,  which  contained  my  PETITIONS  FOR  EN  BANC  REVIEW  (in  Colorado  and 
Minnesota);  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (Colorado);  my  PETITION  FOR  RECONCILIATION 
AND  CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D  CASE;  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (Minnesota);  and  an 
EXHIBIT  BOOK  containing  450  pages  of  documentary  evidence  proving  most  of  the  189  denials  of  due  process, 
41  acts  outside  authority,  189  frauds  upon  the  court,  and  109  crimes,  alleged  therein,  and  providing  ample 
grounds  and  precedence  to  justify  the  administrative,  civil  and  criminal  relief  requested. 

7  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  on  this  motion  to  set  aside  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  or  a  hearing  is 
necessary  to  set  aside  Permanent  Orders  and  all  other  decisions  in  this  wrongful  divorce  as  requested  in  my 
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PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX,  were  knowingly  facilitated  at  the  time  and  to  this  day  by 
the  other  “case  fixing  criminals”  who  have  perverted  justice  in  this  divorce,  namely:  divorce 
judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER,  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON,  magistrate  CHRIS 
VOISINET,  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON,  current  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY, 
judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK,  magistrate  JAMIN  M  ALABISO,  and  others. 

5.  The  following  re-summarizes  the  undisputed  facts  and  references  evidence  (see  EXHIBIT 
BOOK  filed  in  diis  case  in  October  2015 )  proving  that,  in  addition  to  ignoring  and  concealing  the 
fact — all  through  the  divorce  and  to  this  day — that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full, 
at  least  twenty-six  (26)  frauds  upon  the  court  were  committed  to  influence  Permanent  Orders: 

a.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #1-8  /  see  Exhibit  B4 ,  p.2:  Carol  and  HUGGER 
committed  multiple  frauds  regarding  material  facts  in  their  initial  divorce  paperwork  to 
influence  Temporary  Orders. 

b.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #9-10  /  see  Exhibit  B4,  p.  6,  and  detailed  allegations 
and  proof  in  “Attachment  B  ”  with  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  FOUR :  Carol  and 
HUGGER  committed  blatant  perjuries  in  a  verified  court  document  to  obtain  a  new 
restraining  order  the  day  after  I  was  acquitted  in  their  “911  Scam,”  so  they  could  'tie  the 
divorce  judge's  hands'  in  his  Permanent  Orders. 

c .  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #11/  see  Exhibit  B1 :  Carol  and  HUGGER  went  to 
enormous  lengths  to  defraud  the  courts  and  steal  my  personal  property,  which  included  my 
premarital  assets,  personal  belongings,  inheritances  from  my  father,  my  deceased  brother 
Joe's  things,  my  camping  equipment,  my  skiing  and  golfing  equipment,  8  vehicles  including 
work  vehicles,  my  tools  and  equipment,  including  ladders,  a  jumping-jack  compactor  and 
other  equipment,  automotive  tools,  all  of  my  business  office  equipment,  computer,  and  other 
items  that  were  unquestionably  mine  and  needed  for  my  contracting  business  (see  complete 
“MASTER  LIST”  of  my  things  kept  by  Carol  and  never  returned,  starting  on  page  9). 

d.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #12  /  see  Exhibit  Bl,  pg  1-8 :  Carol  and  her  two  sisters  in 
Minnesota  secretly  skimmed  from  our  marital  accounts  all  through  our  marriage  and 
stockpiled  ‘collectibles’  for  Carol’s  divorce,  and  Carol  and  HUGGER  went  to  great  lengths 
during  the  divorce  to  cover  up  the  thefts  and  complete  Carol's  plan  to  steal  as  much  as 
possible  from  me  under  color  of  family  law. 

e.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #13  /  see  Exhibit  B2 :  Carol  and  HUGGER  went  to  great 
lengths  to  steal  my  share  of  the  paid-off  real  estate,  where  my  business  was  headquartered 
and  which  was  the  most  valuable  asset  in  the  estate  that  I  built  for  my  family. 

f.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #14-1 6  I  see  Exhibit  B4,  pg  9-13:  Carol  and  HUGGER 
committed  several  more  frauds  upon  the  court  to  obtain  miscellaneous  orders,  totaling  over 
$30,000.00,  that  would  wipe  me  out  financially  after  the  divorce. 

g.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #17-19  /  see  Exhibit  B4,  pg  7-8:  Carol  and  HUGGER 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  throughout  the  divorce,  especially  in  Carol's 
Financial  Affidavits,  their  Trial  Management  Certificates,  and  in  Carol’s  suborned 
testimony,  during  the  temporary  orders'  hearings  and  permanent  orders'  hearings,  to  obtain 
grossly  inflated  child  support  orders. 

FIFTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DRBI I  reserve  all  rights  on  behalf  of  my  five 
children  and  myself,  including  but  not  limited  to:  subpoenaing  all  involved  in  the  frauds  upon  the  court  to  testify, 
requiring  production  of  transcripts  of  all  hearings  and  payment  of  said  transcripts  by  the  criminals,  etc. 
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h.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #20-26  /  see  Exhibit  B3:  Carol,  HUGGER,  NIERMANN, 
and  others  committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  the  custody,  parenting 
time,  and  decision-making  orders  in  Carol’s  favor. 

6.  Each  of  Carol's  dissolution  frauds — her  overall  plan  to  divorce  me  and  steal  my  life's 
work,  her  “91 1  Scam”  and  other  “domestic  violence  scams,”  her  many  perjuries  in  her  court 
documents  and  on  the  witness  stand  to  manipulate  temporary  and  permanent  orders,  and  her 
other  deceits — became  frauds  upon  the  court  by  HUGGER  and  NIERMANN  when  they  presented 
them  to  the  court  in  their  respective  pleadings,  Report  and  Recommendations,  and  other  fdings. 

7.  According  to  the  law  and  over  200  years  of  jurisprudence,  any  one  of  the  frauds,  whether 
considered  dissolution  fraud,  fraud  upon  the  court,  or  any  other  type  of  deceit,  automatically 
rendered  Permanent  Orders — including  the  child  support  order,  the  property  division  order,  and 
all  other  orders  contained  therein,  as  well  as  all  orders  and  judgments  based  on  Permanent 
Orders,  including  the  child  support  judgment  under  review — null  and  void;  see  MEMORANDUM 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE  below. 

8.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  magistrate 
ALABISO’s  child  support  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally 
required  due  process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  is  also  void  for  fraud  upon  the  court 
because  the  deprivation  of  due  process  was  intentional — any  one  of  the  irrefutable  frauds  in  this 
case  nullified  Permanent  Orders  and  all  other  decisions  in  this  wrongful  divorce. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to 
enter  an  order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3)  setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in 
divorce  case  2005DR^Bon  July  17,  2017,  because  it  is  based  on  a  void  child  support  order; 
together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^)-  verify  under  penalty  of  peijury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE  are  true  and 
correct. 

DATED  this  1st  Day  of  November  2017. 


All  Rights  Reser\>ed 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE 


All  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005DR^®wcre  obtained  by  fraud,  are  fraudulent  in  themselves, 
or  are  based  upon  our  void  marriage  or  upon  previous  void  orders  in  this  case,  and  are  therefore 
automatically  null  and  void  by  operation  of  law. 

GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

FRAUD: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Silence  can  only  be  equated  with  fraud  when  there  is  a  legal  and  moral  duty  to  speak  or  when  an  inquiry  left 
unanswered  would  be  intentionally  misleading.  U.S.  v.  Prudden,  424  F.2d.  1021  (1970);  U.S.  v.  Tweel,  550  F.  2d. 

297,  299,  300  (1977) 

FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT: 

In  Bulloch  v.  United  States,  763  F.2d  1115,  1121  (10th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  stated,  “Fraud  upon  the  court  is  fraud 
which  is  directed  to  the  judicial  machinery  itself  and  is  not  fraud  between  the  parties  or  fraudulent  documents,  false 
statements  or  perjury  ...  It  is  where  the  court  or  a  member  is  corrupted  or  influenced  or  influence  is  attempted  or 
where  the  judge  has  not  performed  his  judicial  function  -  thus  where  the  impartial  functions  of  the  court  have  been 
directly  corrupted.” 

In  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co.  v.  Hartford-Empire  Co.,  322  U.S.  238  (1944),  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  decided  a 
case  involving  a  fraud  upon  a  lower  court  that  took  place  12  years  prior,  reestablishing  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
statute  of  limitations  for  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  stated,  “Every  element  of  the  fraud  here  disclosed  demands  the 
exercise  of  the  historic  power  of  equity  to  set  aside  fraudulently  begotten  judgments,”  solidifying  not  only  the 
inherent  power  of  the  lower  courts,  but  also  the  duty  of  the  lower  courts,  to  set  aside  orders  and  judgments  obtained 
by  fraud.  And  Mr.  Justice  Roberts  famously  opined:  “  No  fraud  is  more  odious  than  an  attempt  to  subvert  the 
administration  of  justice.” 

In  its'  analysis  of  a  4-year-old  alleged  fraud  upon  the  court  in  United  States  v.  Buck,  281  F.3d  1336  (10th  Cir.  2002), 
in  regards  to  “the  inherent  power  of  a  court  to  set  aside  its  judgment  if  procured  by  fraud  upon  the  court”  under  Rule 
60(b),  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  stated,  “the  court  may  assert  this  power  sua  sponte  . . .  There  is  no  time 
limit  for  such  proceedings,  nor  does  the  doctrine  of  laches  apply. 

“Fraud  upon  the  court”  makes  void  the  orders  and  judgments  of  that  court.  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  consistently 
held  that  a  void  order  is  void  at  all  times,  does  not  have  to  be  reversed  or  vacated  by  a  judge,  cannot  be  made  valid 
by  any  judge,  nor  does  it  gain  validity  by  the  passage  of  time.  The  order  is  void  ab  initio.  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  & 
Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

VOID  ORDERS  &  JUDGMENTS: 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol ,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  116  (1920) 
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Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

ON  CHILD  SUPPORT: 

Any  competent  attorney  or  judge  knows  that  minor  children  need  various  kinds  of  support  following  a  divorce: 
financial,  emotional,  educational,  etc.  Neither  HUGGER  nor  any  of  the  other  case  fixing  criminals  considered  or 
even  acknowledged  my  children's  needs — if  they  had,  there  would  have  been  no  child  support  order  in  this  case. 

Needs  of  the  children  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  child  support  obligations.  Wright  v.  Wright, 
182  Colo.  425,  514  P.2d  73  (1973);  In  re  Van  Inwegen,  757  P.2d  1118  (Colo.  App.  1988). 

Because  the  children's  needs  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  the  child  support  obligation,  in 
calculating  the  appropriate  amount  of  child  support,  the  court  should  look  at,  among  other  things,  the  costs  of 
food,  shelter,  clothing,  medical  care,  education,  and  recreational  costs  at  the  level  enjoyed  before  the 
dissolution.  In  re  Schwaab  and  Rollins,  794  P.2d  1112  (Colo.  App.  1990). 

Deviating  from  the  child  support  guidelines  requires  certain  documentation.  Neither  HUGGER  nor  MUNSINGER 
stated  any  reason  or  cited  any  authority  to  deviate  from  the  guidelines. 

If  trial  court  deviates  from  the  guidelines,  it  is  required  to  make  findings  that  application  of  the  guidelines 
would  be  inequitable  and  specifying  the  reasons  for  the  deviation.  In  re  Marshall,  781  P.2d  177  (Colo.  App. 
1989),  cert,  denied,  794  P.2d  101 1  (Colo.  1990). 

The  guidelines  for  calculating  child  support  require  a  court  to  calculate  a  monthly  amount  of  child  support 
based  on  the  parties'  combined  adjusted  gross  income,  In  re  Aldrich,  945  P.2d  1370  (Colo.  1997). 

In  a  divorce  action,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  care,  custody,  and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  the  court, 
at  the  time  of  making  an  award  for  the  minor  children,  was  obligated  to  appraise  conditions  as  they  exist  at  the 
time  of  the  presentation.  Brown  v.  Brown,  131  Colo.  467,  283  P.2d  951  (1955);  Watson  v.  Watson,  135  Colo. 
296,  310  P.2d  554  (1957);  Garrow  v.  Garrow,  152  Colo.  480,  382  P.2d  809  (1963);  In  re  Serfoss,  642  P.2d  44 
(Colo.  App.  1981);  In  re  McKendty,  735  P.2d  908  (Colo.  App.  1986). 

MUNSINGER  should  have  deviated  from  the  guidelines  to  merely  acknowledge  that  my  child  support  obligations 
were  satisfied: 

Trial  court  may  deviate  from  the  child  support  guidelines  set  forth  in  this  section  if  the  application  of  such 
guidelines  would  be  inequitable,  In  re  English,  757  P.2d  1130  (Colo.  App.  1988);  In  re  Hoffman,  878  P.2d  103 
(Colo.  App.  1994);  In  re  Andersen,  895  P.2d  1 161  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Colorado's  laws  and  precedence  protect  my  children  and  me  from  HUGGER  and  the  other  case  fixing  criminals' 
conspiracies  and  crimes  to  enslave  me  under  color  of  law  with  a  grossly-unfair  child  support  order  and  then 
criminalize  me  when  I  could  not  pay  it: 

Determination  of  conscionability  of  support  provisions.  To  determine  whether  the  child  support  ...  [is]  fair, 
reasonable,  and  just,  a  trial  court  should  consider  and  apply  all  the  criteria  provided  by  the  general  assembly  for 
judicial  evaluation  of  the  provisions  of  property  settlement  agreements:  the  economic  circumstances  of  the 
parties,  §  14-10-1 12:  the  division  of  property,  §  14-10-113(11:  and  the  provisions  for  maintenance,  $  14-10- 
114(11.  In  re  Carney,  631  P.2d  1 173  (Colo.  1981). 

In  making  its  award  of  child  support,  a  trial  court  must  weigh  the  father's  ability  to  pay  against  the  reasonable 
needs  of  the  children.  Berge  v.  Berge,  33  Colo.  App.  376,  522  P.2d  752  (1974),  affd,  189  Colo.  103,  536  P.2d 
1135  (1975). 

Where  the  father's  income,  while  substantial,  is  limited  and  subject  to  numerous  demands,  an  order 
contemplating  only  the  needs  of  the  child  and  not  bearing  any  relationship  to  the  ability  of  the  father  to  pay,  and 
that  could  possibly  become  confiscatory  of  all  of  the  father's  available  resources,  is  not  valid.  Van  Orman  v. 

Van  Orman,  30  Colo.  App.  177,  492  P.2d  81  (1971). 

Estimates  of  children's  expenses  to  be  considered.  A  trial  court  should  not  determine  the  amount  of  child 
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support  to  be  paid  by  a  husband  based  solely  on  some  amount  that  it  feels  is  commensurate  with  his  income  but 
should  make  the  determination  on  evidence  that  includes  estimates  of  the  actual  needs  and  expenses  of  the 
children  involved.  In  re  Berry’,  660  P.2d  512  (Colo.  App.  1983). 

Where  there  was  no  verification  of  the  father's  income  as  required  by  this  section,  the  trial  court  was  directed  to 
take  additional  evidence  to  determine  the  income  and  to  modify  the  support  order.  In  re  Velasquez,  773  P.2d 
635  (Colo.  App.  1989). 

MUNSINGER's  Imputation  of  Income  in  this  case  is  also  clearly  illegal: 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  found  that  the  threat  and  enactment  of  legal  process  to  compel 
employment,  i.e.  imputing  income,  is  involuntary  servitude  prohibited  by  the  Thirteenth  Amendment.  Clyatt  v. 
United  States  (1905)  197  US  205,  25  S.  Ct.  429;  United  States  v.  Kozminsky  (1988)  487  US  931,  108  S.  Ct. 

2751 

Holding  someone  in  a  state  of  “peonage”  defined  by  Congress  is  a  crime  under  18  USC  §  1581,  and  42  USC  § 
2002  makes  illegal  the  use  of  state  law  to  hold  a  person  in  service  of  labor  as  a  “peon”  in  liquidation  of  any 
debt,  obligation  or  otherwise. 

The  general  assembly  intended  income  imputation  to  be  an  important  exception  to  the  normal  rule  of 
computation  based  on  actual  gross  income  of  the  parent.  This  exception  applies  when  the  parent  shirks  his  or 
her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain. 
The  legislature  meant  this  exception  to  prevent  detriment  to  children  by  deterring  parents  from  making 
employment  choices  that  do  not  account  for  their  children's  welfare.  Nevertheless,  the  general  assembly 
intended  courts  to  approach  income  imputation  with  caution.  People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo.  2003). 

In  order  to  impute  income  based  upon  a  parent's  voluntary  underemployment,  the  trial  court  must  examine  all 
relevant  factors  bearing  on  whether  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably 
foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain,  and,  if  the  parent  is,  the  trial  court  must 
determine  what  he  or  she  can  reasonably  earn  and  contribute  to  the  child's  support.  If  the  trial  court  does  not 
find  that  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying 
employment,  the  court  should  calculate  the  amount  of  child  support  from  actual  gross  income  only.  People  v. 
Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo  2003). 

The  court  must  make  findings  sufficient  to  support  a  determination  of  underemployment.  Imputing  support 
without  factual  findings  supporting  a  determination  of  underemployment  is  in  error.  In  re  Martin,  42  P.3 d  75 
(Colo.  App.  2002). 

Father  not  underemployed  where  mother  presented  no  evidence  that  employment  at  income  previously  earned 
by  father  was  available  to  him,  no  evidence  of  alternative  employment  at  a  higher  level  of  remuneration  than  he 
presently  earned,  and  no  evidence  that  support  to  the  children  had  been  unreasonably  reduced.  In  re  Campbell, 
905  P.2d  19(Colo.  App.  1995). 

SOVEREIGNTY  &  STATE  ABUSES  OF  IT: 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969) 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 

I  certify  that  on  this  1st  Day  of  November,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  FIVE  was  served  upon  the  petitioner,  the  intervenor,  and  the 
other  “case  fixing  criminals”  named  therein,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage 
prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 

CAROL^^^^B  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 

3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

JOHN  C .  HUGGER  ELLEN  GAY  NIERM ANN 

3002  Evergreen  Parkway  5941  S.  Middlefield  Rd.,  Suite  201 

P.O.Box  877  Littleton,  CO  80123 

Evergreen,  CO  80437-0877 


By  Affiant:  John  Marki 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

Title  IV-D:^^^^^^^^B 

Phone:  Phone 

FIFTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR« 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”3  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P. 
60(b)(3),  on  the  grounds  that  all  decisions  were  automatically  rendered  void  for  any  one  of 
numerous  reasons  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE;  and,  having  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE. 

2.  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  other  criminals  named  in  and  served  a  copy 
of  this  motion  and  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE,  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this 
motion,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DPBB  Title  IV-D 
|B  and  Appeal  2017C^^^Bfor  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  John  M(B|^^B  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 

enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 
— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — were  automatically  rendered  wholly  void  for  any 
one  of  the  petitioner's  dissolution  frauds,  frauds  upon  the  court,  and  other  deceits,  offenses  and 
crimes  during  her  divorce,  as  re-summarized  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE  and 
reproved  with  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  in  this  case,  in  case  201  lCV^^B  and 
in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  201 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
“fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  this  wrongful 
divorce  case  #2005  DR^^ — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to 
C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under 
the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  FIFTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DP^®  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  1st  Day  of  November  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  1st  Day  of  November,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing  FIFTH 
MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^Bwas  served  upon  the  petitioner, 
the  intervenor,  and  the  other  “case  fixing  criminals”  named  therein,  by  placing  it  in  the  United 
States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  and  addressed  to: 

JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

JOHN  C.  HUGGER  ELLEN  GAY  NIERMANN 

3002  Evergreen  Parkway  5941  S.  Middlefield  Rd.,  Suite  201 

P.O.Box  877  Littleton,  CO  80123 

Evergreen,  CO  80437-0877 


By  Affiant: 


John  Mark  I 
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SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  6 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX 
& 

Sixth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DPBB 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  C a ro  1  ^^^^^0  Affiant* 1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2OO5DR^0 

^^^■BBBB^^B  MHHBBB 

Title 

Phone  Phone 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^0-  make  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  PART  SIX  of 
my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  designated  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”3  for  his  or  her 
continuing4  review — pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7 — of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment  entered 
in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17,  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”5  named  JAMIN  M 
ALABISO;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  this  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DP^^  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^B 

and  Appeal  2O17C^^^0for  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman,”  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

NOTE:  Despite  my  “ Surely  now ...”  challenges  in  earlier  parts  to  speak  up  if  I  am  wrongly  accusing  anyone  of 
fixing  court  cases,  in  his  never-ending  mission  to  keep  the  truth  off  the  record  and  “fix”  this  case  against  me,  the 
“case  fixing  criminal”  named  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  unlawfully  and  illegally  denied  this  motion  on 
October  27,  2017.  I  am  informed  and  believe  that  this  traitor  is  orchestrating  one  of  the  biggest  racketeering  and 
money  laundering  operations  in  the  nation  (see  www.pr0sealliance.org/case-fixin2)  and  during  his  tenure  as 
chief  judge  nearly  every  case  in  this  district — family  law,  criminal,  probate,  etc — has  been  “fixed”  in  one  way  or 
another.  I  hereby  SHOUT  OUT  to  all  Coloradans  to  help  expose  this  criminal  and  bring  about  his  removal  from 
the  bench,  his  impeachment,  his  disbarment,  and  his  arrest,  by  contacting  me  with  your  firsthand  knowledge  and 
evidence  of  his  treasonous  crimes,  so  I  can  pass  it  along  with  mine  to  state  and  federal  authorities.  Thank  you. 

PART  SEVEN,  if  necessary,  will  follow  in  a  few  days  and  will  allege  the  facts  proving  that  the  petitioner  and 
the  intervenor  co-conspired  and  committed  multiple  crimes  to  steal  from  me  and  from  the  American  taxpayers 
and  to  otherwise  oppress  me  under  color  of  law,  any  one  of  which  caused  loss  of  whatever  jurisdiction  the 
intervenor  may  have  had  in  this  case  and  in  their  Title  IV-D  case. 
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penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  other  criminals  named  herein  and  served  a 
copy  of  this  court  document,  object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  SIX  of  my  petition,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  to  be  alleged  over 
the  next  few  weeks  in  several  parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and 
mine  pro  tunc,  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child  support 
order  and  child  support  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  person  “JOHN  (the 

“strawman”)  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “c/e  facto ” 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

c.  PART  THREE  alleged  and  proved,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed 
facts  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  the 
state  actors  are  legitimate  and  their  orders  are  valid,  my  child  support  obligations  are 
satisfied;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

d.  PART  FOUR  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  the  divorce  judge  did  not  base  the  child 
support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support  order, 
and  all  his  “Permanent  Orders,”  are  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  they  are  void;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

e.  PART  FIVE  re-summarized  and  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  proving 
that  the  petitioner  (“Carol”),  her  attorney,  the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator,”  and  others, 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders  in  this  divorce, 
especially  the  child  support  order,  any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  the  divorce 
orders  void;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

f.  This  PART  SIX  alleges  and  proves  that  divorce  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER 
(“MUNSINGER”),  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON  (“JACKSON”),  magistrate  CHRIS 
VOISINET  (“VOISINET”),  and  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON  (“NORTON”)  knowingly 
facilitated  the  petitioner's  frauds,  any  one  of  which  also  automatically  rendered  the  divorce 
orders  void;  and  that  present  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  (“MCNULTY”),  judge 
CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK  (“ZENISEK”),  magistrate  JAMIN  M  ALABISO 
(“ALABISO”),  and  county  attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS  (“DAVIS”)  are  still  knowingly 
facilitating  the  intervenor's  enforcement  of  the  void  child  support  order  (i.e.  “fixing”  the 
case),  the  cover  up  of  the  “crime  spree”  against  my  family,  and  the  thefts  from  me  and  the 
American  taxpayers  (the  “child  support  scam”),  to  this  day,  therefore  automatically 


I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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rendering  their  decisions  void,  including  the  child  support  judgment  under  review. 

3.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  are  my: 

a.  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  FIVE. 

b.  VERIFIED  MOTION  AND  AFFIDAVIT  TO  MODIFY  PARENTAL  RESPONSIBILITIES 
and  referenced  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  in  this  case  on  October  5,  2015; 

c.  COMBINED  VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  DISSOLUTION,  FIRST  CIVIL  COMPLAINT, 

AND  FIRST  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINT  and  its  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  in  the 
Colorado  First  Judicial  District  in  November  2011  ( see  case  201  and 

d.  450-page  “PETITION  BOOK”6  filed  in  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  in  April  2011 
(see  case  201 1SA^/Q. 

4.  Carol's  dissolution  frauds  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  at 
issue  in  this  matter  have  been  repeatedly  alleged  and  proven  on  the  record  in  Colorado,  but  the 
merits  of  my  claims  have  never  been  adjudicated. 

5.  Each  of  Carol's  dissolution  frauds  to  manipulate  the  outcome  of  her  divorce  became 
frauds  upon  the  court  by  her  attorney  JOHN  CHARLES  HUGGER  (“HUGGER”)  and  “Child  and 
Family  Investigator”  ELLEN  GAY  NIERMANN  (“NIERMANN”)  when  they  presented  them  to  the 
court  ( see  PART  FIVE)-,  became  further  frauds  upon  the  court  by  MUNSINGER  (see  PART  FOUR), 
JACKSON,  VOISINET,  NORTON,  and  others7,  when  they  knowingly  facilitated  the  frauds  upon 
the  court,  entered  orders  based  on  the  frauds,  and/or  deprived  us8  of  our  right  to  have  the  void 
orders  set  aside;  and  became  further  frauds  upon  the  court  by  MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  ALABISO, 
DAVIS,  and  others,  when  they  knowingly  facilitated  the  ongoing  enforcement  of  the  known  void 
child  support  order,  requested  or  entered  orders  and  judgments  based  on  the  known  void 
Permanent  Orders,  and/or  deprived  us  of  our  right  to  have  the  void  divorce  orders  set  aside. 

6.  The  following  re-summarizes  and  references  evidence  already  on  the  record  in  this  case 
(see  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  in  this  case  in  October  2015 )  proving  that  the  case  fixing  criminals 
named  herein  facilitated  Carol's  frauds  upon  the  court  and  other  crimes  during  and  after  her 
wrongful  divorce  and/or  are  still  facilitating  the  child  support  scam  and  other  elements  of  the 
intervenor's  crime  spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  as  follows9: 

a.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #1-8  /  see  Exhibit  B4 ,  p.2 :  Carol  and  HUGGER 


6  My  “PETITIONS  TO  THE  COLORADO  AND  MINNESOTA  SUPREME  COURTS”— to  the  high  courts  and  to 
the  governors  in  both  states — which  contained  my  PETITIONS  FOR  EN  BANC  REVIEW  (in  Colorado  and 
Minnesota);  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (Colorado);  my  PETITION  FOR  RECONCILIATION 
AND  CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D  CASE;  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (Minnesota);  and  over  400 
pages  of  documentary  evidence  proving  most  of  the  189  denials  of  due  process,  41  acts  outside  authority,  189 
frauds  upon  the  court,  and  109  crimes,  alleged  therein,  and  providing  ample  grounds  and  precedence  to  justify 
the  administrative,  civil  and  criminal  relief  requested. 

7  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  on  this  motion  to  set  aside  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  or  a  hearing  is 
necessary  to  set  aside  Permanent  Orders  and  all  other  decisions  in  this  wrongful  divorce  as  requested  in  my 
SIXTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^^  I  reserve  all  rights  on  behalf  of  my  five 
children  and  myself,  including  but  not  limited  to:  subpoenaing  all  involved  in  the  frauds  upon  the  court  to  testify, 
requiring  production  of  transcripts  of  all  hearings  and  payment  of  said  transcripts  by  the  criminals,  etc. 

8  My  five  children  and  me — collectively  referred  to  as  “my  family”  or  simply  as  “us.” 

9  See  my  previous  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  FIVE.  This  PART  SIX  alleges  and  proves  only  a  portion  of  the 
facilitation  of  the  petitioner/intervenor's  frauds,  thefts,  and  other  crimes.  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  on 
this  motion,  I  will  allege  and  prove  all  of  the  “case  fixing”  committed  to  facilitate  all  of  the  crimes  at  the  hearing. 


3 


committed  multiple  frauds  regarding  material  facts  in  their  initial  divorce  paperwork  to 
influence  Temporary  Orders;  and  NORTON  knowingly  facilitated  the  frauds,  knowingly 
issued  void  Temporary  Orders  based  on  the  frauds,  and  knowingly  deprived  us  of  our  right 
to  modify  Temporary  Orders  when  we  brought  the  frauds  to  her  attention  by  motion. 

b.  FRAUDS  UPON  TF1E  COURT  #9-10  /  see  Exhibit  B4,  p.6,  and  detailed  allegations 
and  proof  in  “ Attachment  B  ”  with  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  FOUR :  Carol  and 
HUGGER  committed  blatant  perjuries  in  a  verified  court  document  to  obtain  a  new 
restraining  order  the  day  after  I  was  acquitted  in  their  “911  Scam”;  VOIS1NET  and 
MUNSINGER  knowingly  facilitated  the  frauds,  MUNSINGER  knowingly  issued  void 
Permanent  Orders  based  on  the  frauds,  and  JACKSON  knowingly  deprived  our  right  to  have 
the  void  Permanent  Orders  set  aside  in  the  post-divorce;  and  MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  and 
ALIBISO  now  know  all  about  these  frauds  and  the  case  fixing  at  the  time  (from  my  FIRST 
MOTION  AND  AFFIDAVIT  FOR  JUDICIAL  NOTICE  OF  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  AND  TO 
SET  ASIDE  PERMANENT  ORDERS  during  the  parental  responsibilities  matter  in  2015/2016) 
and  are  knowingly  depriving  us  of  our  right  to  have  Permanent  Orders  set  aside. 

c.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #11  /  see  Exhibit  B1 :  Carol  and  HUGGER  went  to 
enormous  lengths  to  defraud  the  courts  and  steal  my  personal  property,  which  included  my 
premarital  assets,  personal  belongings,  inheritances  from  my  father,  my  deceased  brother 
Joe's  things,  my  camping  equipment,  my  skiing  and  golfing  equipment,  8  vehicles  including 
work  vehicles,  my  tools  and  equipment,  including  ladders,  a  jumping-jack  compactor  and 
other  equipment,  automotive  tools,  all  of  my  business  office  equipment,  computer,  and  other 
items  that  were  unquestionably  mine  and  needed  for  my  contracting  business  (see  complete 
“MASTER  LIST”  of  my  things  kept  by  Carol  and  never  returned,  starting  on  page  9)\ 
NORTON,  MUNSINGER,  JACKSON,  and  VOISINET  knowingly  aided  in  Carol's  thefts  during 
and  after  her  divorce;  and  the  other  case  fixing  criminals,  then  and  now,  know  all  about  said 
frauds  and  thefts  and  have  knowingly  deprived  us  redress  of  said  frauds  and  thefts  since. 

d.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #12  /  see  Exhibit  Bl,  pg  1-8 :  Carol  and  her  two  sisters  in 
Minnesota  secretly  skimmed  from  our  marital  accounts  all  through  our  marriage  and 
stockpiled  ‘collectibles’  for  Carol’s  divorce,  and  Carol  and  HUGGER  went  to  great  lengths 
during  the  divorce  to  defraud  the  courts  with  the  intent  to  complete  Carol's  plan  to  steal  as 
much  as  possible  from  me  under  color  of  family  law;  MUNSINGER  knowingly  aided  in  said 
frauds  and  thefts  in  his  Permanent  Orders;  NORTON,  MUNSINGER,  JACKSON  and 
VOISINET  knowingly  aided  in  said  frauds  and  thefts  in  the  post-divorce;  and  the  other  case 
fixing  criminals  and  many  others,  then  and  now,  know  all  about  said  frauds  and  thefts  and 
have  knowingly  deprived  us  redress  of  said  frauds  and  thefts  since. 

e.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  #13  /  see  Exhibit  B2.  Carol,  HUGGER,  NIERMANN,  the 
real  estate  appraiser,  and  others,  defrauded  the  courts  to  steal  my  share  of  the  paid-off  real 
estate,  which  included  my  business  headquarters  and  forest;  NORTON  and  MUNSINGER 
knowingly  aided  in  said  fraud  and  theft  during  the  divorce;  JACKSON  and  VOISINET 
knowingly  aided  in  said  fraud  and  theft  in  the  post-divorce;  and  the  other  case  fixing 
criminals  and  many  others,  then  and  now,  know  all  about  said  fraud  and  theft  and  have 
knowingly  deprived  us  redress  of  said  frauds  and  thefts  since. 

f.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #14-1 6  l  see  Exhibit  B4,  pg  9-13:  Carol  and  HUGGER 
committed  several  more  frauds  upon  the  court  to  obtain  miscellaneous  orders  requiring  me 
to  pay  Carol  an  additional  $30,801.50;  MUNSINGER  knowingly  aided  in  said  frauds  and  the 
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ensuing  thefts  in  his  Permanent  Orders;  NORTON,  MUNSINGER,  JACKSON  and  VOISINET 
knowingly  aided  in  said  frauds  and  ensuing  thefts  in  the  post-divorce;  and  the  other  case 
fixing  criminals  and  many  others,  then  and  now,  know  all  about  said  frauds  and  thefts  and 
have  knowingly  deprived  us  redress  of  said  frauds  and  thefts  since. 

g.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #17-19  /  see  Exhibit  B4,  pg  7-8 :  Carol  and  HUGGER 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  in  their  Trial  Management  Certificate  and  in 
Carol’s  testimony  to  obtain  a  grossly  inflated  child  support  order;  MUNSINGER  knowingly 
aided  in  said  frauds  and  ensuing  thefts  in  his  Permanent  Orders;  NORTON,  MUNSINGER, 
JACKSON  and  VOISINET  knowingly  aided  in  said  frauds  and  ensuing  thefts  in  the  post¬ 
divorce  and  knowingly  deprived  our  rights  to  set  aside  the  known  void  child  support  order, 
to  modification,  and/or  to  other  due  processes;  in  2015/2016,  MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  and 
ALABISO  knowingly  deprived  our  rights  to  set  aside  the  known  void  child  support  order  and 
to  other  due  processes;  and  currently,  MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  ALABISO,  and  DAVIS  are 
conspiring  and  knowingly  facilitating  the  continuance  of  the  child  support  scam,  again 
ignoring  the  undisputed  facts  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  child 
support  order  is  void,  and  giving  every  indication  that  they  will  continue  to  knowingly 
deprive  us  redress  of  said  frauds  and  thefts,  deprive  us  resolution  in  the  child  support  matter, 
aid  in  the  cover  up  of  petitioner/intervenor's  crime  spree  against  my  family,  and  otherwise 
“fix”  this  last  matter  against  us. 

h.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #20-26  /  see  Exhibit  B3.  Carol,  HUGGER,  NIERMANN, 
and  others,  committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  the  orders  regarding  the 
care  of  our  children  in  Carol’s  favor;  NORTON  knowingly  facilitated  said  frauds  in  her 
Temporary  Orders;  MUNSINGER  knowingly  facilitated  said  frauds  in  his  Permanent  Orders; 
MUNSINGER,  JACKSON,  VOISINET,  NORTON,  and  numerous  Jefferson  County  human 
service  and  law  enforcement  officials,  county  attorneys,  and  other  officials  knowingly 
deprived  us  our  rights  to  modification  of  the  parental  responsibilities  and  to  hold  Carol 
responsible  for  her  relentless  denials  of  contact  and  parenting  time  and  other  child  abuses 
and  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me;  in  2015/2016,  MCNULTY,  ZENISEK,  and 
ALABISO  knowingly  deprived  us  our  rights  to  modification  of  the  parental  responsibilities 
and  to  hold  Carol  responsible  for  her  continued  relentless  denials  of  contact  and  parenting 
time  and  other  child  abuses  and  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me,  and  instead  aided 
Carol  in  her  ongoing  child  abuses  and  domestic  violence;  and  currently,  MCNULTY, 
ZENISEK,  ALABISO,  and  DAVIS  are  conspiring  and  knowingly  facilitating  the  continuance 
of  petitioner/intervenor’s  crime  spree  against  my  family  and  giving  every  indication  that  they 
will  continue  to  knowingly  deprive  us  of  protection  from  further  harm  and  of  redress  of  said 
frauds  and  of  Carol's  relentless  denials  of  contact  and  parenting  time  and  other  child  abuses 
and  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me  over  the  past  13  years. 

i.  FRAUDS  UPON  THE  COURT  #27-???  /  see  1 0/01/15  EXHIBIT  BOOK  and 
corresponding  exhibits  incorporated  herein  by  3  above :  In  addition  to  the  facilitation  of 
the  26  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders  shown  above,  the  case  fixing 
criminals  committed  numerous  frauds  upon  the  court  to  keep  the  child  support  scam  going 
over  the  past  1 1.5  years  (which  will  be  fully  proven  if  a  hearing  is  necessary  for  this  sixth 
part  of  my  petition  for  review  or  for  my  sixth  motion  to  set  aside  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce),  the  most  recent  of  which — DAVIS's  fraudulent  motion  and  intentional  failure  to 
serve  me  a  copy  of  it,  and  ALABISO's  intentional  failure  to  provide  me  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  on  the  matter  and  his  fraudulent  child  support  judgment;  MCNULTY's  refusal  to 


5 


designate  a  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”;  and  ZENISEK's  issuance  of  three  void  orders 
to  date  in  the  present  matter,  denying  my  motions  without  jurisdiction  or  authority — are 
classic  examples  of  fraud  upon  the  court  and  “case  fixing,”  which  are  easily  proven. 

7.  According  to  the  law  and  over  200  years  of  jurisprudence,  any  one  of  the  frauds  upon  the 
court  facilitated  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  during  Carol's  divorce  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction 
and  automatically  rendered  Permanent  Orders — including  the  child  support  order,  the  property 
division  order,  and  all  other  orders  contained  therein — null  and  void;  see  MEMORANDUM  IN 
SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX  below. 

8.  Likewise,  any  one  of  the  post-divorce  deprivations  of  due  process,  acts  outside  authority, 
or  other  crimes  committed  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  to  facilitate  petitioner/intervenor's  crime 
spree  against  my  family  or  otherwise  fix  this  case  against  me  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and 
automatically  rendered  their  orders  and  judgments  based  on  Permanent  Orders,  including  the 
child  support  judgment  under  review,  null  and  void. 

9.  With  respect  to  the  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that  ALABISO's 
child  support  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally  required  due 
process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  (which  will  be  covered  in  a  future  part  to  this  petition) 
— because  ALABISO's  judgment  was  obtained  by  fraud  upon  the  court  by  DAVIS,  or  because 
ALABISO’s  judgment  is  fraudulent  in  itself,  or  because  ALABISO's  judgment  is  based  on  the 
intervenor's  fraudulent  arrears  balance,  or  because  ALABISO’s  judgment  is  based  on  our  void 
marriage  or  on  MUNSINGER's  void  child  support  order,  or  due  to  any  one  of  numerous  other 
reasons  being  proven  in  the  various  parts  of  my  petition  for  review,  ALABISO's  child  support 
judgment  is  automatically  void  by  operation  of  law. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  “fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to 
enter  an  order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3)  setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in 
divorce  case  2005DRJ^on  July  17,  2017,  because  it  is  irrefutably  void;  together  with  such 
other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^)-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX  are  true  and 
correct. 

DATED  this  16th  Day  of  November  2017. 


By  Affiant: 


All  Rights  Reserved 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 
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MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX 


All  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005  were  obtained  by  fraud,  are  fraudulent  in  themselves, 

or  are  based  upon  our  void  marriage  or  upon  previous  void  orders  in  this  case,  and  are  therefore 
automatically  null  and  void  by  operation  of  law. 

GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

FRAUD: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Silence  can  only  be  equated  with  fraud  when  there  is  a  legal  and  moral  duty  to  speak  or  when  an  inquiry  left 
unanswered  would  be  intentionally  misleading.  U.S.  v.  Prudden,  424  F.2d.  1021  (1970);  U.S.  v.  Tweel,  550  F.  2d. 

297,  299,  300  (1977) 

FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT: 

In  Bulloch  v.  United  States,  763  F.2d  1115,  1121  (10th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  stated,  “Fraud  upon  the  court  is  fraud 
which  is  directed  to  the  judicial  machinery  itself  and  is  not  fraud  between  the  parties  or  fraudulent  documents,  false 
statements  or  perjury  ...  It  is  where  the  court  or  a  member  is  corrupted  or  influenced  or  influence  is  attempted  or 
where  the  judge  has  not  performed  his  judicial  function  -  thus  where  the  impartial  functions  of  the  court  have  been 
directly  corrupted.” 

In  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co.  v.  Hartford-Empire  Co.,  322  U.S.  238  (1944),  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  decided  a 
case  involving  a  fraud  upon  a  lower  court  that  took  place  1 2  years  prior,  reestablishing  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
statute  of  limitations  for  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  stated,  “Every  element  of  the  fraud  here  disclosed  demands  the 
exercise  of  the  historic  power  of  equity  to  set  aside  fraudulently  begotten  judgments,”  solidifying  not  only  the 
inherent  power  of  the  lower  courts,  but  also  the  duty  of  the  lower  courts,  to  set  aside  orders  and  judgments  obtained 
by  fraud.  And  Mr.  Justice  Roberts  famously  opined:  “  No  fraud  is  more  odious  than  an  attempt  to  subvert  the 
administration  of  justice.” 

In  its'  analysis  of  a  4-year-old  alleged  fraud  upon  the  court  in  United  States  v.  Buck,  281  F.3d  1336  (10th  Cir.  2002), 
in  regards  to  “the  inherent  power  of  a  court  to  set  aside  its  judgment  if  procured  by  fraud  upon  the  court”  under  Rule 
60(b),  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  stated,  “the  court  may  assert  this  power  sua  sponte  . . .  There  is  no  time 
limit  for  such  proceedings,  nor  does  the  doctrine  of  laches  apply. 

“Fraud  upon  the  court”  makes  void  the  orders  and  judgments  of  that  court.  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  consistently 
held  that  a  void  order  is  void  at  all  times,  does  not  have  to  be  reversed  or  vacated  by  a  judge,  cannot  be  made  valid 
by  any  judge,  nor  does  it  gain  validity  by  the  passage  of  time.  The  order  is  void  ab  initio.  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  & 
Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

VOID  ORDERS  &  JUDGMENTS: 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol ,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ah  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  116  (1920) 
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Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

ON  CHILD  SUPPORT: 

Any  competent  attorney  or  judge  knows  that  minor  children  need  various  kinds  of  support  following  a  divorce: 
financial,  emotional,  educational,  etc.  Neither  HUGGER  nor  any  of  the  other  case  fixing  criminals  considered  or 
even  acknowledged  my  children's  needs — if  they  had,  there  would  have  been  no  child  support  order  in  this  case. 

Needs  of  the  children  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  child  support  obligations.  Wright  v.  Wright, 
182  Colo.  425,  514  P.2d  73  (1973);  In  re  Van  Inwegen,  757  P.2d  1118  (Colo.  App.  1988). 

Because  the  children's  needs  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  the  child  support  obligation,  in 
calculating  the  appropriate  amount  of  child  support,  the  court  should  look  at,  among  other  things,  the  costs  of 
food,  shelter,  clothing,  medical  care,  education,  and  recreational  costs  at  the  level  enjoyed  before  the 
dissolution.  In  re  Schwaab  and  Rollins,  794  P.2d  1 1 12  (Colo.  App.  1990). 

Deviating  from  the  child  support  guidelines  requires  certain  documentation.  Neither  HUGGER  nor  MUNSINGER 
stated  any  reason  or  cited  any  authority  to  deviate  from  the  guidelines. 

If  trial  court  deviates  from  the  guidelines,  it  is  required  to  make  findings  that  application  of  the  guidelines 
would  be  inequitable  and  specifying  the  reasons  for  the  deviation.  In  re  Marshall,  781  P.2d  177  (Colo.  App. 
1989),  cert,  denied,  794  P.2d  1011  (Colo.  1990). 

The  guidelines  for  calculating  child  support  require  a  com!  to  calculate  a  monthly  amount  of  child  support 
based  on  the  parties'  combined  adjusted  gross  income,  In  re  Aldrich,  945  P.2d  1370  (Colo.  1997). 

In  a  divorce  action,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  care,  custody,  and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  the  court, 
at  the  time  of  making  an  award  for  the  minor  children,  was  obligated  to  appraise  conditions  as  they  exist  at  the 
time  of  the  presentation.  Brown  v.  Brown,  131  Colo.  467,  283  P.2d  951  (1955);  Watson  v.  Watson,  135  Colo. 
296,  310  P.2d  554  (1957);  Garrowv.  Garrow,  152  Colo.  480,  382  P.2d  809  (1963);  In  re  Serfoss,  642P.2d44 
(Colo.  App.  1981);  In  re  McKendry,  735  P.2d  908  (Colo.  App.  1986). 

MUNSINGER  should  have  deviated  from  the  guidelines  to  merely  acknowledge  that  my  child  support  obligations 
were  satisfied: 

Trial  court  may  deviate  from  the  child  support  guidelines  set  forth  in  this  section  if  the  application  of  such 
guidelines  would  be  inequitable,  In  re  English,  757  P.2d  1 130  (Colo.  App.  1988);  In  re  Hoffman,  878  P.2d  103 
(Colo.  App.  1994);  In  re  Andersen,  895  P.2d  1161  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Colorado's  laws  and  precedence  protect  my  children  and  me  from  HUGGER  and  the  other  case  fixing  criminals' 
conspiracies  and  crimes  to  enslave  me  under  color  of  law  with  a  grossly-unfair  child  support  order  and  then 
criminalize  me  when  I  could  not  pay  it: 

Determination  of  conscionability  of  support  provisions.  To  determine  whether  the  child  support  ...  [is]  fair, 
reasonable,  and  just,  a  trial  court  should  consider  and  apply  all  the  criteria  provided  by  the  general  assembly  for 
judicial  evaluation  of  the  provisions  of  property  settlement  agreements:  the  economic  circumstances  of  the 
parties,  $  14-10-1 12:  the  division  of  property,  §  14-10-1 13(1):  and  the  provisions  for  maintenance,  $  14-10- 
114(11.  In  re  Carney,  631  P.2d  1 173  (Colo.  1981). 

In  making  its  award  of  child  support,  a  trial  court  must  weigh  the  father's  ability  to  pay  against  the  reasonable 
needs  of  the  children.  Berge  v.  Berge,  33  Colo.  App.  376,  522  P.2d  752  (1974),  affd,  189  Colo.  103,  536  P.2d 
1135  (1975). 

Where  the  father's  income,  while  substantial,  is  limited  and  subject  to  numerous  demands,  an  order 
contemplating  only  the  needs  of  the  child  and  not  bearing  any  relationship  to  the  ability  of  the  father  to  pay,  and 
that  could  possibly  become  confiscatory  of  all  of  the  father's  available  resources,  is  not  valid.  Van  Orman  v. 

Van  Orman,  30  Colo.  App.  177,  492  P.2d  81  (1971). 

Estimates  of  children's  expenses  to  be  considered.  A  trial  court  should  not  determine  the  amount  of  child 
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support  to  be  paid  by  a  husband  based  solely  on  some  amount  that  it  feels  is  commensurate  with  his  income  but 
should  make  the  determination  on  evidence  that  includes  estimates  of  the  actual  needs  and  expenses  of  the 
children  involved.  In  re  Berry’,  660  P.2d  512  (Colo.  App.  1983). 

Where  there  was  no  verification  of  the  father's  income  as  required  by  this  section,  the  trial  court  was  directed  to 
take  additional  evidence  to  determine  the  income  and  to  modify  the  support  order.  In  re  Velasquez,  773  P.2d 
635  (Colo.  App.  1989). 

MUNSINGER's  Imputation  of  Income  in  this  case  is  also  clearly  illegal: 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  found  that  the  threat  and  enactment  of  legal  process  to  compel 
employment,  i.e.  imputing  income,  is  involuntary  servitude  prohibited  by  the  Thirteenth  Amendment.  Clyatt  v. 
United  States  (1905)  197  US  205,  25  S.  Ct.  429;  United  States  v.  Kozniinsky  (1988)  487  US  931,  108  S.  Ct. 

2751 

Holding  someone  in  a  state  of  “peonage”  defined  by  Congress  is  a  crime  under  18  USC  §  1581,  and  42  USC  § 
2002  makes  illegal  the  use  of  state  law  to  hold  a  person  in  service  of  labor  as  a  “peon”  in  liquidation  of  any 
debt,  obligation  or  otherwise. 

The  general  assembly  intended  income  imputation  to  be  an  important  exception  to  the  normal  rule  of 
computation  based  on  actual  gross  income  of  the  parent.  This  exception  applies  when  the  parent  shirks  his  or 
her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain. 
The  legislature  meant  this  exception  to  prevent  detriment  to  children  by  deterring  parents  from  making 
employment  choices  that  do  not  account  for  their  children's  welfare.  Nevertheless,  the  general  assembly 
intended  courts  to  approach  income  imputation  with  caution.  People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo.  2003). 

In  order  to  impute  income  based  upon  a  parent's  voluntary  underemployment,  the  trial  court  must  examine  all 
relevant  factors  bearing  on  whether  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably 
foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain,  and,  if  the  parent  is,  the  trial  court  must 
determine  what  he  or  she  can  reasonably  earn  and  contribute  to  the  child's  support.  If  the  trial  court  does  not 
find  that  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying 
employment,  the  court  should  calculate  the  amount  of  child  support  from  actual  gross  income  only.  People  v. 
Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo  2003). 

The  court  must  make  findings  sufficient  to  support  a  determination  of  underemployment.  Imputing  support 
without  factual  findings  supporting  a  determination  of  underemployment  is  in  error.  In  re  Martin,  42  P.3d  75 
(Colo.  App.  2002). 

Father  not  underemployed  where  mother  presented  no  evidence  that  employment  at  income  previously  earned 
by  father  was  available  to  him,  no  evidence  of  alternative  employment  at  a  higher  level  of  remuneration  than  he 
presently  earned,  and  no  evidence  that  support  to  the  children  had  been  unreasonably  reduced.  In  re  Campbell, 
905  P.2d  19  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

SOVEREIGNTY  &  STATE  ABUSES  OF  IT: 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969) 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  17th  Day  of  November,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SIX  was  served  upon  the  petitioner,  the  intervenor,  and  the  case 
fixing  criminals  named  therein,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

MARGARET  A.  DAVIS 
Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway,  Suite  5500 
Golden,  CO  80419 

R.  BROOK  JACKSON 
U.S.  District  Court 
901  19th  Street 
Denver,  CO  80294 


STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER 
CHRIS  VOISINET 
BABETTE  NORTON 
PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY 
CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK 
JAMIN  M  ALABISO 
Jeffco  Courts  &  Admin.  Facility 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  CO  80401  * 


By  Affiant: 


John  Markl 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COFORADO 
Jefferson  County  Court  &  Administrative  Facility 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 

Golden,  Colorado  80401 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROF^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant* 1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^B 

^■^■■^■BBI  ^B^IBHBBBB 

Title 

Phone  Phone 

SIXTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR* 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^^  make  a  special  appearance2 *  in  this  case  and  move  the  “fair  and 
impartial  review  judge”2  to  set  aside  all  decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  case — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P. 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I  am  making  a  special  appearance  in  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR(^®  Title  IV-D  case(^^^^^^^B 
(Bl  and  Appeal  2017C^®Bf°r  purposes  of  redressing  a  void  child  support  judgment  entered  against  my 
“strawman”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — JOHN  John  etc — created  for  profit  by  our  foreign 

enemies),  and  to  correct  all  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

See  my  MOTION  TO  CHIEF  JUDGE  TO  FORTHWITH  DESIGNATE  A  “FAIR  AND  IMPARTIAL 
REVIEW  JUDGE”  IN  THIS  CASE.  Because  I  am  suing  and  pressing  charges  against  the  following  judges  and 
magistrates  for  “fixing”  previous  actions  against  me,  they  are  disqualified  from  this  case:  Stephen  M.  Munsinger; 
R.  Brooke  Jackson;  Chris  Voisinet;  Babette  Norton;  Christopher  Munch;  Kolony  Fields;  Christopher  Clayton 
Zenisek;  Jamin  M.  Alabiso;  and  Philip  James  McNulty.  If  all  judges  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  are 
involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,”  racketeering,  or  other  crimes  there,  or  are  officiating  without  the  required 
oaths  of  office  and  bonds,  then  this  case  must  be  transferred  to  a  different  district  or  to  the  appellate  courts. 

NOTE:  Despite  my  previous  challenges  to  speak  up  if  I  am  wrongly  accusing  anyone  of  fixing  court  cases,  in 
his  never-ending  mission  to  keep  the  truth  off  the  record  and  “fix”  this  case  against  me,  the  “case  fixing 
criminal”  named  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  unlawfully  and  illegally  denied  this  motion  on  October  27,  2017. 

I  am  informed  and  believe  that  this  traitor  is  orchestrating  one  of  the  biggest  racketeering  and  money  laundering 

operations  in  the  nation  ( see  www.prosealliance.oig/case-fixing)  and  during  his  tenure  as  chief  judge  nearly 

every  case  in  this  district — family  law,  criminal,  probate,  etc — has  been  “fixed”  in  one  way  or  another.  I  hereby 
SHOUT  OUT  to  the  People  of  Colorado  to  help  expose  this  criminal  and  bring  about  his  removal  from  the 
bench,  his  impeachment,  his  disbarment,  and  his  arrest,  by  contacting  me  with  your  firsthand  knowledge  and 
evidence  of  his  treasonous  crimes,  so  I  can  pass  it  along  with  mine  to  state  and  federal  authorities.  Thank  you. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime 
spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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60(b)(3),  on  the  grounds  that  all  decisions  were  automatically  rendered  void  for  any  one  of 
frauds  or  other  crimes  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX;  and,  having  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX. 

2.  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  case  fixing  criminals  named  in  and  served 
a  copy  of  this  motion  and  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX,  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of 
this  motion,  a  hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 
— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — were  automatically  rendered  wholly  void  for  any 
one  of  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  denials  of  due  process,  acts  outside  authority,  or  other  crimes 
committed  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  to  facilitate  the  petitioner's  dissolution  frauds  and  thefts 
or  to  facilitate  the  intervenor's  enforcement  of  the  known  void  child  support  order  or  any  element 
of  their  “crime  spree”  against  my  family  over  the  past  1 1.5  years,  as  re-alleged  in  my  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW — PART  SIX  and  reproved  with  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  in  this 
case,  in  case  201  1C\^^®  and  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  201  ISA®® 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
“fair  and  impartial  review  judge”  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  this  wrongful 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®| — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to 
C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with  such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under 
the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^®-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  united 
States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged  in  the  foregoing  SIXTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL 
DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DP^®  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  16th  Day  of  November  2017. 


All  Rights  Resented 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  17th  Day  of  November,  2017,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing 
SIXTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005Dh^Bwas  served  upon  the 
petitioner,  the  intervenor,  and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  named  therein,  by  placing  it  in  the 
United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  to: 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

MARGARET  A.  DAVIS 
Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway,  Suite  5500 
Golden,  CO  80419 

R.  BROOK  JACKSON 
U.S.  District  Court 
901  19th  Street 
Denver,  CO  80294 


STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER 
CHRIS  VOISINET 
BABETTE  NORTON 
PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY 
CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK 
JAMIN  M  ALABISO 
Jeffco  Courts  &  Admin.  Facility 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden,  CO  80401 


By  Affiant: 


John  Mark  I 
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PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN 

& 


Seventh  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005D 


DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  PENDING,  COLORADO 
c/o3  COLORADO  SUPREME  COURT 

2  East  14th  Avenue 

Denver,  CO  80203 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

[Fonnerly  in  First  Judicial  District] 

L 

Title 

Phone:  Phone 

[Formerly  in  Jefferson  County] 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN 

I  -  affiant  John  am  making  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  PART 

SEVEN  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado  Supreme 
Court3,  for  review  pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7  of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this 
wrongful  divorce  on  July  17  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”4  (hereinafter  “CFC”)  named 
JAMIN  M  ALABISO  (hereinafter  “CFC  ALABISO”);  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge  of  the 
facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor — or  any  of  the  other  criminals  named  in  the  various  parts 

of  this  petition  for  review — object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  SEVEN  of  my  petition,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  this  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  am  making  special  appearances  in 

Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  2005DR^B|  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^BB  and  all  associated 
appeals,  for  purposes  of  addressing  void  decisions  entered  against  my  “ strawman ”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — 
JOHN  MARK(|^^^^B  JOHN  John  and  other  derivatives  of  my  name),  illegal 

actions  taken  against  my  strawman,  unlawful  actions  taken  against  my  children  and  me,  the  “ crime  sprees ” 
against  our  family,  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

Because  all  judges  and  clerks  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  involved  so  far  in  the  divorce,  and  all 
state  and  county  officials  involved  so  far  in  the  Title  IV-D  case,  are  apparently  involved  in  the  rampant  “case 
fixing,”  racketeering,  money  laundering,  and/or  other  crimes  there,  1  am  asking  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to 
transfer  said  cases  to  a  different  district  and  county  respectively,  and  appoint  judges,  to  adjudicate  my 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  and  all  other  matters— vee  my  PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE. 

*If  the  petitioner  and/or  intervenor  wish  to  respond,  they  should  do  so  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the 
crime  spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  alleged  in  the  eight 
parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  to  date  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and 
nunc  pro  tunc;  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child  support 
judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  °f  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  'person'  “JOHN  (the 

“strawman”)  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto ” 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

c.  PART  THREE  alleged  and  proved,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed 
facts  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  the 
state  actors  are  legitimate  and  their  orders  are  valid,  my  child  support  obligations  are 
satisfied;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

d.  PART  FOUR  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  the  divorce  judge  did  not  base  the  child 
support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support  order, 
and  all  his  “Permanent  Orders,”  are  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  they  are  void;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

e.  PART  FIVE  re-summarized  and  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  proving 
that  the  petitioner  (“Carol”),  her  attorney5,  the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator6,”  and  others, 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders  in  this  divorce, 
especially  the  child  support  order,  any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  the  divorce 
orders  void;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

f.  PART  SIX  re-alleged  and  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  proving  that  the 
original  case  fixing  criminals7  (“original  CFCs”),  who  fixed  Carol's  divorce  against  me  in  all 
respects,  knowingly  facilitated  Carol's  frauds,  thefts  and  other  crimes,  any  one  of  which 
automatically  rendered  their  orders  void;  and  that  the  present  case  fixing  criminals8 9  (“present 
CFCs”),  who  are  currently  fixing  this  matter  against  me  in  all  respects,  continued  to 
knowingly  facilitate  said  crimes  in  2015/2016  and  are  still  knowingly  facilitating  the 
intervenor's  enforcement  of  the  void  child  support  order,  automatically  rendering  their 
decisions  void,  including  the  judgment  under  review. 

g.  This  PART  SEVEN  re-alleges  and  reproves  that  Carol  and  the  intervenor '  conspired 


5  Attorney  JOHN  CHARLES  HUGGER  (“HUGGER”) 

6  Attorney  ELLEN  GAY  NIERMANN  (“NIERMANN”) 

7  Divorce  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER  (“CFC  MUNSINGER”),  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON 
(“CFC  JACKSON”),  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET  (“CFC  VOISINET”),  &  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON 
(“CFC  NORTON”)— collectively,  the  “original  CFCs.” 

8  Magistrate  JAMIN  M  ALABISO  (“CFC  ALABISO”),  judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK  (“CFC 
ZENISEK”),  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  (“CFC  MCNULTY”),  and  county  attorney  MARGARET 
A.  DAVIS  (“DAVIS”)— collectively,  the  “present  CFCs.” 

9  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES  and  its  child  support  enforcement  office 
— Jefferson  County  Child  Support  Services  (“Jeffco-CSS”)  and  child  protection  office — Jefferson  County  Child 
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and  committed  hundreds  of  crimes10  against  my  family  to  steal  from  me  and  the  American 
taxpayers,  to  criminalize  me,  to  deprive  me  of  resolution  of  the  child  support  matters  and 
other  government  services,  to  deprive  me  of  my  parental  rights,  and  to  otherwise  oppress  me 
under  color  of  law,  all  with  the  intent  to  completely  get  rid  of  me  from  my  family  and  to 
force  my  five  children  to  grow  up  without  me,  any  one  crime  of  which  caused  loss  of 
whatever  jurisdiction  the  intervenor  may  have  had  in  this  case  and  in  their  Title  IV-D  case, 
jeopardized  the  intervenor's  state  and  federal  funding,  and  exposed  many  of  the  intervenor's 
officials,  Carol,  and  others,  to  civil  liability  and  criminal  prosecution. 

3.  In  the  “ Attachment ”  and  incoiporated  herein  are  a  “LIST  OF  CRIMES,  EXCERPTS  FROM 
CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS,”  and  some  of  the  EVIDENCE  proving  a  few  of  the  crimes  committed 
by  Carol  and  the  intervenor  in  their  post-divorce  “child  support  scam,”  which  continues  unabated 
to  this  day  and  which  is  the  focus  of  this  PART  SEVEN;  see  updates  to  the  alleged  “case  fixing 
crime  spree  ”  and  “child  support  scam  ”  at  www.prosealliance. org^^^^^^^ 

4.  Also  incorporated  herein,  as  referenced,  are  laws  and  precedence  contained  in  my 
MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN  (“MEMO”)  below. 

5.  Also  incorporated  herein  are  the  undisputed  and  irrefutable  facts,  repeatedly  established 
with  evidence  on  the  record  in  this  case,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  following: 

a.  My  child  support  obligations  for  the  basic  needs — shelter,  food,  clothing,  education, 
and  any  other  necessity  for  raising  my  children — were  fully  satisfied  prior  to  Carol's  divorce. 

b.  Carol — aided  by  her  attorney  and  other  criminals — obtained  Permanent  Orders, 
including  the  child  support  order,  by  fraud,  automatically  rendering  the  divorce  orders  void. 

c.  Permanent  Orders  are  fraudulent  in  themselves,  and  therefore  void. 

d.  Permanent  Orders  are  contrary  to  the  facts,  evidence,  and  law,  and  therefore  void. 

e.  All  decisions  based  on  Permanent  Orders  are  void. 

f.  Carol,  the  intervenor,  the  CFCs,  and  everyone  else  intimately  involved  in  this  case,  have 
knowledge  of  the  foregoing  facts  and  were  given  several  opportunities  to  refute  said  facts  and 
to  rebut  the  evidence  proving  said  facts,  but  have  repeatedly  failed  to  do  so,  and  therefore  the 
foregoing  facts  and  all  other  undisputed  facts  established  and/or  reestablished  on  the  record 
in  this  case  by  PARTs  ONE-EIGHT  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  stand  as  the  truth. 

6.  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  are  my: 

a.  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PARTS  ONE,  TWO,  THREE,  FOUR,  FIVE  &  SIX; 

b.  VERIFIED  MOTION  AND  AFFIDAVIT  TO  MODIFY  PARENTAL  RESPONSIBILITIES 
and  referenced  280  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  in  this  case  on  October  5,  2015; 

c.  COMBINED  VERIFIED  PETITION  FOR  DISSOLUTION,  FIRST  CIVIL  COMPLAINT, 

AND  FIRST  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINT  and  its  300+  page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  in  the 
Colorado  First  Judicial  District  in  November  2011  ( see  case  201  and 

Protective  Services  (“Jeffco-CPS”);  as  represented  by  the  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  ATTORNEY'S  OFFICE. 

10  This  PART  SEVEN  alleges  and  proves  many  but  not  all  of  the  petitioner/intervenor's  frauds,  thefts,  and  other 
crimes  over  the  past  decade.  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  in  this  action  to  set  aside  CFC  ALABISO's  child 
support  judgment  or  a  hearing  is  necessary  on  my  SEVENTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN 
CASE  2005DR^H  I  will  allege  and  prove  all  of  the  crimes  at  the  hearing(s),  and  I  reserve  all  rights  on  behalf  of 
my  five  children  and  myself. 
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d.  450-page  “PETITION  BOOK”11  filed  in  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  in  April  2011  ( see 
case  201  IS/ 


7.  Carol's  many  crimes  during  her  divorce  to  influence  the  child  support  order,  which  are 
alleged  in  detail  in  Tabs  A  &  B  of  my  EXHIBIT  BOOK  in  case  1 1  CV^^B  are  summarized  in 
previous  parts  of  my  petition  for  relief — see  especially  PART  FIVE. 

8.  In  the  immediate  post-divorce,  having  successfully  stolen  my  life's  work  and  enslaved  me 
with  a  grossly  unfair  child  support  order,  with  the  intent  to  increase  the  support  order  even  more 
and  to  completely  get  rid  of  me  from  our  family,  Carol  (acting  on  HUGGER's  advice): 

a.  Applied  to  Jeffco-CSS  for  child  support  enforcement  services  and  public  assistance 
knowing  she  is  ineligible; 

b.  Defrauded  Jeffco-CPS,  the  Lakewood  Police  Department,  the  Jeffco-Schools,  and  our 
kids  into  believing  that  I  had  physically  abused  one  of  our  sons — see  Exhibits  CO-1  &  A3 
in  05DR^B  and  Tab  A  &  Exhibit  A6  (pp.  10-12)  in  11CI 


c.  Increased  her  denials  of  my  parenting  time  and  contact  with  our  children — see 
Exhibits  CO-1  &  A3-A6  in  05DF^B  and  Tab  A  &  Exhibits  A3-A6  in  llCJ^^B 


d.  Continued  to  hold  my  things  hostage,  including  my  tools  and  work  equipment, 

knowingly  preventing  me  from  working  and  earning  a  living  and  knowing  that  I  was 
involuntarily  unemployed  and  would  not  be  able  to  pay  child  support  as  a  result — see 
Exhibits  CO-2  &  B1  in  05DR Tab  B  &  Exhibit  B1  in  1 1  and  Exhibit  CO-105 

with  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (CO)  in  IISA^R 

e.  Committed  several  state  and  federal  crimes  to  obtain  public  assistance  in  the  Title  IV- 

D  Child  Support  Enforcement  Program — see  Exhibits  CO-2  &  B4  in  05DF^B  Tab  B  & 
Exhibit  B 4  in  1 1 C  and  Exhibits  CSE-2,  CSE-3,  CSE-4  &  CSE-5  with  my  PETITION 

FOR  RECONCILIATION  AND  CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D  CASE  in  11S/ 


f.  In  conspiracy  with  the  CFCs  at  the  time,  unlawfully  seized  and  later  stole  my  share, 
$9,973.50,  of  the  “MSE  Settlement”  money  awarded  in  Permanent  Orders,  while  pursuing 
the  3  miscellaneous  orders  she  and  HUGGER  obtained  by  fraud  totaling  $30,801.50 — see 
Exhibits  CO-2  &  B5  in  05 DR^^  Tab  B  &  Exhibit  B 5  in  11  Cl and  Exhibit  CO-108 
with  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (CO)  in  USA^R  and 

g.  In  conspiracy  with  the  CFCs  and  Jeffco-CSS,  impoverished  me,  caused  me  to  be 
falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  three  more  times,  and  literally  drove  me  out  of 
Colorado — see  Exhibits  CO-2  &  B4-B5  in  05DL Tab  B  &  Exhibits  B4-B5  in 

11  Cl Exhibit  CO-108  with  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (CO)  and 
Exhibits  CSE-2 ,  CSE-3,  CSE-4  &  CSE-5  with  my  PETITION  FOR  RECONCILIATION  AND 
CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D  CASE  in  IISA^J 

9.  The  important  thing  to  realize  in  the  context  of  this  petition  is  that  any  one  of  Carol's 


My  “PETITIONS  TO  THE  COLORADO  AND  MINNESOTA  SUPREME  COURTS,”  which  contained  my 
PETITIONS  FOR  EN  BANC  REVIEW  (in  Colorado  and  Minnesota);  my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM 
JUDGMENT  (Colorado);  my  PETITION  FOR  RECONCILIATION  AND  CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D  CASE; 
my  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT  (Minnesota);  and  over  400  pages  of  documentary  evidence 
proving  many  of  the  189  denials  of  due  process,  41  acts  outside  authority,  189  frauds  upon  the  court,  and  109 
crimes,  alleged  therein  (any  one  of  which  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and  rendered  all  decisions  void),  and 
providing  ample  grounds  and  precedence  to  justify  the  administrative,  civil  and  criminal  relief  requested. 
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post-divorce  actions  to  deprive  me  of  my  parental  role,  deprive  me  of  contact  or  parenting  time 
with  our  children,  prevent  me  from  earning  a  living,  or  otherwise  harm  me,  disqualified  Carol 
from  receiving  enforcement  services  and  other  public  assistance,  even  if  she  was  eligible. 

SUMMARY  OF  THE  “CHITT)  SUPPORT  SCAM.”  WHICH  CONTINUES  TO  THIS  DAY: 

NOTE:  See  referenced  citations  of  child  support  related  law,  case  law,  regulations,  etc.,  in 
the  MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN  (“MEMO”) 
below,  see  citations  of  criminal  statutes  in  “LIST  OF  CRIMES”  starting  on  page  1  of 
Attachment ;  see  allegations  of  probable  cause  of  referenced  crimes  and  officials  involved  in 
“EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS”  starting  on  page  12  of  Attachment',  and  see 
EVIDENCE  proving  several  of  the  crimes  starting  on  page  27  of  Attachment.  See  also  the 
exhibits  referenced  and  incorporated  herein  in  6  above,  especially  the  PETITION  BOOK  in 
case  201  lSiA^®  in  which  much  of  the  “child  support  scam”  is  alleged  and  proven  in  detail. 

10.  In  May  2006,  before  Permanent  Orders  were  issued,  HUGGER  instructed  Carol  to 
fraudulently  apply  to  Jeffco-CSS  for  child  support  enforcement  services,  knowing  she  is 
ineligible,  both  committing  several  state  and  federal  crimes;  and  Jeffco-CSS  opened  Title  IV-D 
casefl^^^^^^^^^)for  Carol,  knowing  she  is  ineligible,  committing  several  state  and  federal 
crimes12  and  setting  in  motion  their  “child  support  scam”  and  “crime  spree”  against  my  family. 

1 1 .  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order,  were  issued  on  May  30,  2006. 

12.  At  the  time,  in  addition  to  knowing  that  Carol  is  not  eligible  for  public  assistance,  both 
HUGGER  and  Carol  knew  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  (see  PART  THREE), 
knew  that  they  had  obtained  the  grossly-inflated  child  support  order  by  fraud  (see  PART  FIVE), 
knew  that  the  divorce  judge  illegally  imputed  income  and  did  not  base  the  child  support  order  on 
the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law  (see  PART  FOUR),  and  knew  that,  for  any  one  of  those 
reasons,  the  child  support  order  is  fictitious  and  void,  but  applied  anyway  for  Title  IV-D  services, 
committing  several  state  and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  1 1-54  in  Attachment),  any  one  of 
which,  even  if  Carol  was  eligible,  disqualified  her  from  public  assistance  programs. 

13.  Had  Jeffco-CSS  verified  Carol’s  application  for  services  as  required  by  C.R.S.  §  26-2-107, 
they  would  have  discovered  that  Carol  is  ineligible  for  several  reasons,  including  the  facts  that 
my  children’s  shelter,  food,  clothing,  and  education  were  paid- in- full  until  adulthood  (see  PART 
THREE),  our  children  were  not  “needy”  as  defined  in  the  program,  etc. 

14.  But  instead,  Jeffco-CSS  intentionally  deprived  my  right  to  verification  of  the  facts 
alleged  in  Carol's  application,  then  and  repeatedly  since,  violating  state  and  federal  child  support 
regulations,  committing  several  state  and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  55-86  in  Attachment), 
and  jeapordizing  their  funding,  which  is  predicated  on  their  compliance  with  the  law. 

15.  And  a  short  time  later,  in  addition  to  knowing  that  Carol  is  not  eligible  for  public 
assistance,  Jeffco-CSS  discovered  from  my  letters  that  Carol's  application  for  services  was 
fraudulent,  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full,  that  Carol  and  HUGGER  had 
obtained  the  grossly-inflated  child  support  order  by  fraud,  that  CFC  MUNSINGER  had  illegally 
imputed  income  and  did  not  base  the  child  support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling 
law,  and  that,  for  any  one  of  those  reasons,  the  child  support  order  is  fictitious  and  void,  but  went 

12  County  and  state  employees — including  human  service  workers,  judges,  attorneys,  and  others  who  perform 

government  functions  related  to  child  support  under  Title  IV-D,  act  as  “agents”  for  the  federal  government.  And 
when  county  and  state  employees  engage  in  criminal  misconduct  while  acting  as  agents  for  the  federal 
government  they  are  usually  guilty  of  both  state  and  federal  crimes;  see  Attachment. 
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ahead  with  their  processing  and  enforcement  of  the  known  'fictitious  obligation',  committing,  in 
addition  to  their  own  'fraudulent  act'  under  C.R.S.  §  26-1-127  and  several  other  state  and  federal 
crimes  at  the  time  of  Carol's  application  (see  COUNTS  55-96  in  Attachment),  a  class  B  federal 
felony  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  which  can  result  in  a  25-year  prison  sentence. 

[CFC  MUNSINGER  first  committed  this  federal  felony  with  the  establishment  of  the  child  support 
order  in  his  Permanent  Orders  (see  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW— PART  FOUR).] 

16.  From  my  letters  starting  in  the  summer  of  2006,  Jeffco-CSS  also  learned  of  Carol's  post¬ 
divorce  crime  spree — her  deprivations  of  my  parental  role,  contact  and  parenting  time,  her  hold 
on  my  'tools  and  work  equipment'  preventing  me  from  earning  a  living,  and  her  other  crimes  and 
child  abuses  at  the  time,  see  exhibits  referenced  above  in  7 — and  supported  Carol's  continued 
crime  spree  by  committing  several  counts  of 'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4)  and  other 
crimes,  so  that  Carol  could  obtain  public  assistance  and  Jeffco-CSS  could  obtain  federal  funding 
in  the  Title  IV-D  Child  Support  Enforcement  Program. 

17.  On  June  9  2006,  well-before  the  due-date,  HUGGER  wrote  to  my  attorney  to  harass  me 
for  payment  of  undue  back-maintenance  (which  was  obtained  by  fraud  and  therefore  void)  and, 
before  the  first  child  support  payment  was  due,  Jeffco-CSS,  evidently  in  conspiracy  with 
HUGGER  and  Carol,  created  a  fictitious  arrears  balance  in  my  strawman's  Title  IV-D  case  in  the 
amount  of  the  undue  back-maintenance,  see  p.27  in  Attachment,  violating  state  and  federal  child 
support  enforcement  regulations  (see  MEMO;  C.R.S.  §  26-13-114)  and  committing  several  state 
and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  97-113  in  Attachment),  including  another  count  of 'fictitious 
obligations’ (18  U.S.C.  §  514). 

18.  The  intervenor's  officials  and  employees,  then  and  now,  know  that  maintenance  cannot  be 
collected  through  the  “Family  Support  Registry”  unless  specifically  ordered  as  such  (see 
MEMO;  C.R.S.  §  26-13-114),  but  in  spite  of  my  reports  of  lawbreaking  in  that  regard  and  many 
other  crimes  to  the  intervenor’s  director,  LYNN  JOHNSON,  up  the  chain-of-command  at  the 
Colorado  Department  of  Human  Services  (“CDHS”),  and  to  the  county's  and  state's  highest- 
authorities  over  the  years,  the  fictitious  original  arrears  balance  in  the  amount  of  the  “back- 
maintenance”  ($6,301.50)  has  never  been  corrected  and  the  illegal  enforcement  of  back- 
maintenance  through  the  Title  IV-D  system  has  continued  to  this  day. 

19.  No  longer  able  to  afford  legal  counsel,  I  dismissed  my  attorney  in  June  2006. 

20.  In  late-June  2006, 1  received  from  Jefferson  County  Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS 
(“DAVIS”)  the  intervenor's  pre-dated  “SPECIAL  ENTRY  OF  APPEARANCE  AND  NOTICE  OF 
INTERVENTION  and  AFFIDAVIT  OF  PHYSICAL  CARE  AND  DIRECT  SUPPORT.” 

2 1 .  Not  knowing  anything  at  the  time  about  representing  myself  nor  about  the  racketeering 
and  money  laundering  taking  place  in  Jefferson  County,  I  began  studying  the  law,  and  I  intended 
to  pay  the  child  support,  if  I  could,  until  the  courts  addressed  the  void  Permanent  Orders. 

22.  I  was  able  to  make  the  first  two  payments,  but  Jeffco-CSS  refused  to  credit  the  account 
and  added  the  first  two  months  of  child  support  to  the  back-maintenance  and  then  used  the 
growing,  fictitious  arrears  balance  to  justify  levying  my  bank  accounts,  suspending  my  driver's 
license,  mining  my  credit  and  otherwise  shaking  me  down  to  extort  more  money  from  me  (see 
COUNTS  114-178  in  Attachment). 

23.  Because  of  Carol’s  continued  hold  on  my  'tools  and  work  equipment'  and  work  vehicles 
and  my  share  of  the  “MSE  Settlement”  money  ($9,973.50),  I  was  not  able  to  pay  any  further 
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child  support,  so  I  wrote  to  Jeffco-CSS  and  offered  my  share  of  the  MSE  money  in  lieu  of  child 
support,  which  paid  the  account  until  January  2007,  but  Jeffco-CSS  refused  to  accept  it  or  even 
acknowledge  my  letter  and  continued  to  run  up  the  arrears  balance. 

24.  In  the  fall  of  2006,  Jeffco-CSS  unlawfully  and  illegally 13  levied  my  bank  accounts  (and 
stole  $6,202. 16  from  my  children  and  me),  see  pp. 28-29  in  Attachment,  ruined  my  credit,  and 
suspended  my  driver's  license,  see  pp.  30-31  in  Attachment,  all  without  due  process,  and  all 
while  committing  numerous  state  and  federal  crimes,  including  conspiracy  with  their 
counterparts  at  the  Colorado  Department  of  Human  Services  (“CDHS”). 

[During  this  time,  a  very  grand  conspiracy  to  steal  what  I  had  left  and  impoverish  me  became  evident 
between  the  original  CFCs,  HUGGER,  Carol,  and  Jeffco-CSS;  and  while  the  CFCs  facilitated  the 
theft  of  my  share  of  the  MSE  money  and  an  additional  $20,000.00  during  Carol's  third  fraudulent 
contempt  action,  Jeffco-CSS  caused  the  color  of  law  thefts  by  their  state  counterparts  of  my 
remaining  hank  funds  and  $5,500.51  from  my  children's  trust  fund  (see  COUNTS  165-178),  which 
was  never  returned  in  spite  of  my  repeated  letters  over  the  years  to  county  and  state  officials.  These 
thefts,  in  which  over  20  officials  participated,  show  the  level  of  criminality  that  exists  in  Jefferson 
County's  and  Colorado's  child  support  enforcement  rackets.] 

25.  On  December  23  2006,  my  driver’s  license  was  unlawfully  and  illegally  suspended;  and, 
other  than  a  90-day  probationary  license  between  March  and  June  2007, 1  have  been  without  a 
driver’s  license  ever  since  despite  my  repeated  requests  for  discretion  under  the  circumstances. 

26.  By  the  end  of  2006,  Carol,  HUGGER,  the  original  CFCs,  and  Jeffco-CSS  had  successfully 
impoverished  me — i.e.,  stole  over  a  million  dollars  from  me;  and  I  have  been  indigent  since  then. 

27.  In  January  2007, 1  had  a  long  speaker-phone  conversation  with  Jeffco-CSS  manager  / 

Title  IV-D  Administrator  DEBBIE  MOSS  and  next-in-charge  JUDY  NIGHTINGALE  about  all  the 
pertinent  facts — my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full,  the  child  support  order  is  void, 
Carol's  hold  on  my  tools  and  work  equipment,  etc — and  about  the  crimes  committed  by  her 
office  to  date  (see  COUNTS  1-212  in  Attachment).  Nothing  was  done  at  first,  but  when  I 
complained  up  the  chain-of-command  at  CDHS,  MOSS  directed  NIGHTINGALE  to  defraud  their 
superiors  with  a  packet  of  completely  irrelevant  documents,  to  somehow  show  that  everyone  was 
just  doing  their  jobs,  and  the  criminals  at  CDHS  knowingly  went  along  with  the  fraud  to  aid  the 
racketeers  in  Jefferson  County  with  their  child  support  scam.  Unbeknownst  to  me  until  later, 
from  that  point  on  MOSS  orchestrated  her  office's  crime  spree  against  my  family. 

28.  On  February  1,  2007, 1  submitted  a  motion  to  modify  child  support,  but  it  was  promptly 
denied  along  with  3  other  motions  by  CFC  VOISINET — the  magistrate  who,  unbeknownst  to  me, 
was  instrumental  in  fixing  Permanent  Orders  against  me  (see  PART  FOUR);  and  CFC  VOISINET's 
denial  order  was  not  mailed  until  February  20  to  prevent  an  appeal. 

[This  is  the  point  at  which  I  began  to  realize  that  clerks  were  aiding  in  the  case  fixing.] 

29.  On  March  29,  2007, 1  applied  in  person  at  Jeffco-CSS  for  a  “Review  and  Adjustment”  of 
the  child  support,  but  they  refused  to  initiate  the  process,  so  I  requested  the  review  several  times 
to  CDHS  executives,  but  was  denied  due  process  there  too  (see  COUNTS  243-251  in  Attachment). 

[This  one  crime — deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242) — which  was  committed 
repeatedly  during  each  of  my  five  requests  for  the  review  and  during  each  of  the  periodic  mandated 
reviews,  should  have  resulted  in  the  suspension  of  federal  funding.] 


Not  only  are  the  CFCs  and  intervenor  acting  unconstitutionally  (“ unlawfully ”),  but  they  are  also  blatantly  (and 
“ illegally ”)  violating  the  laws,  rales,  regulations  and  policies  in  their  own  de  facto  “legal  system.” 
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30.  In  April  2007,  CFC  JACKSON — who  was  the  chief  judge  at  the  time  and  who  was 
instrumental  in  the  case  fixing  all  through  the  divorce  and  had  facilitated  the  theft  of  my  share  of 
the  MSE  money  by  taking  it  into  the  Court  Registry — rewarded  Carol  for  her  crimes  by  giving 
her  all  the  MSE  money;  and  a  few  days  later,  CFC  VOISINET  had  me  falsely  arrested  in  Carol’s 
fraudulent  contempt  matter  to  aid  her  in  her  extortion  of  an  additional  $20,000.00  from  me  (see 
COUNTS  252-260  in  Attachment). 

31.  To  protect  my  five  children  and  myself  from  further  harm  following  my  4th  false  arrest 
and  false  imprisonment  in  Colorado,  I  moved  to  Minnesota  on  May  19  2007.  Carol  and  over  100 
Jeffco-DHS  and  CDHS  officials  involved  in  the  “child  support  scam”  knew  all  along  that  my 
child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  other  undisputed  facts,  see  If  5  above,  and  could 
have  stepped  forward  at  any  time  with  the  truth;  but  didn't,  and  are  therefore  implicated  in  every 
crime  committed  in  Minnesota  (see  COUNTS  261-1267  in  Attachment)] 

32.  From  Minnesota,  I  continued  to  request  administrative  due  processes  by  Jeffco-CSS  and 
CDHS  to  reconcile  the  Title  IV-D  case,  but  to  no  avail  in  spite  of  hundreds  of  calls  and  letters. 

33.  Carol  has  denied  all  my  parenting  time  with  our  children,  including  summer  vacations 
and  holidays,  since  May  2007.  Carol  has  denied  all  my  contact  with  our  kids  since  August  2008. 
Carol  has  worked  tirelessly  since  I  moved  to  Minnesota  to  prevent  me  from  seeing  or  talking  to 
our  children,  to  brainwash  each  of  our  children  against  me,  and  to  fool  the  public  into  believing 
that  she  is  a  wonderful  mom  and  that  I  am  the  deadbeat. 

34.  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS  have  relentlessly  stalked  me  'under  color  of  law'  in  Minnesota  since 
I  moved  here  by  defrauding  law  enforcement,  human  service,  and  court  officials  in  my  locale; 
see  List  of  Minnesota  Crimes  starting  on  page  10  of  Attachment. 

35.  On  June  28,  2007,  my  90-day  probationary  driver's  license  expired. 

36.  Since  then,  Jeffco-CSS  has  ignored  numerous  verbal  and  written  requests  from  me  to 
reinstate  my  suspended  driver's  license,  despite  their  ability,  and  duty,  to  use  discretion  under  the 
circumstances;  see  MEMO. 

37.  Between  late-June  and  late-October  2007,  my  employer  (my  brother  Paul)  drove 
approximately  50  miles  each  day  to  pick  me  up  for  work  and  drop  me  off  at  the  end  of  the  day. 

38.  In  late-October,  Paul  laid  me  off  until  I  could  obtain  a  driver's  license. 

39.  I  have  been  involuntarily  unemployed  since  October  2007,  due  solely  to  the  continued 
child  support  scam. 

40.  I  have  been  forced  to  work  60-80  hours  per  week  since  October  2007  to  defend  myself 
against  Jeffco-CSS's  and  Carol's  never-ending  pursuit  of  undue  child  support. 

41 .  When  Carol  or  Jeffco-CSS  found  out  where  I  was  working  in  2007,  someone  contacted 
the  Nicollet  County  Sheriffs  Office  to  visit  my  workplace  (see  COUNTS  271-278  in  Attachment). 

42.  When  Carol  or  Jeffco-CSS  found  out  where  I  was  living,  Jeffco-CSS  contacted  the  Le 
Sueur  County  Child  Support  Services  office  (“LeSueur-CSS”)  to  register  the  known  fictitious 
and  void  Colorado  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  in  Minnesota  for  enforcement. 

43.  In  November  2007,  Jeffco-CSS  transmitted  their  first  false  arrears  balance  to  LeSueur- 
CSS  in  a  sworn  “REGISTRATION  STATEMENT,”  according  to  the  Uniform  Interstate  Family 
Support  Act  (UIFSA),  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  judicial  proceedings  in  Minnesota, 
committing  conspiracy,  perjury,  mail  fraud  and  other  state  and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  279- 
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309  in  Attachment),  and  starting  their  crime  spree  in  Minnesota,  which  continues  to  this  day. 

44.  In  February  2008, 1  initiated  the  second  “review  and  adjustment”  of  my  child  support  by 
Jeffco-CSS  through  LeSueur-CSS. 

45.  Along  with  my  application  and  supporting  documents  during  the  second  review,  I 
provided  Jeffco-CSS  and  other  Colorado  authorities  ample  information  and  evidence  proving  all 
the  undisputed  facts,  see  ^  5  above,  and  that  the  arrears  balance  is  zero. 

46.  Because  their  first  attempt  to  register  the  child  support  order  in  Minnesota  was  vacated, 
on  April  30  2008,  Jeffco-CSS  transmitted  another  known  false — and  still  uncorrected — arrears 
balance  to  LeSueur-CSS  for  registration  [see  Exhibit  MN-60114],  along  with  a  copy  of  the  known 
void  amended  Permanent  Orders  of  June  22  2006,  and  87  pages  of  prejudicial  and  irrelevant 
documents  [ see  Exhibit  MN-602\,  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  second  registration  (see 
COUNTS  325-392  in  Attachment). 

47.  On  May  20,  2008,  relying  on  the  accuracy  of  Jeffco-CSS's  transmittal  under  the  full  faith 
and  credit  laws,  LeSueur-CSS  registered  the  void  Colorado  child  support  order  and  false  arrears 
balance  in  Minnesota  for  enforcement  [see  Exhibit  MN-603]. 

48.  Also  on  May  20,  2008,  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  SHERRI  FANNING  recommended — in  the 
Colorado  review/adjustment  process — a  reduction  in  the  monthly  child  support  obligation  from 
$1717.92  to  $521.00  (see  COUNTS  310-324  and  evidence  on  pp. 32-33  in  Attachment)  [see 
Exhibit  MN -60 4\,  which  was  still  incorrect  but  better  than  nothing  and  I  was  willing  to  pay  this 
until  I  could  move  back  to  Colorado  and  correct  it. 

49.  Because  of  the  continued  crime  spree  against  my  family  in  Colorado  by  Jeffco-CSS  and 
their  emerging  effort  to  corrupt  the  Minnesota  court  and  LeSueur-CSS,  I  wrote  to  Carol  on  June 
27  2008,  and  asked  her  to  settle  the  child  support  matter  between  us  in  the  best  interests  of  our 
children  [see  Exhibit  MN -60 5\,  but  instead  of  thinking  about  our  kids,  in  early- July  2008,  Carol 
emailed  one  of  my  witnesses  to  influence  his  testimony  in  the  second  registration  proceeding  in 
Minnesota.  By  then,  Carol  was  fully  committed  to  join  Jeffco-CSS  in  their  interstate  conspiracy, 
stalking,  oppression,  and  other  crimes  against  me  under  color  of  Minnesota  law. 

50.  Because  Carol  obviously  objected  to  the  reduction  in  child  support,  on  July  7  2008, 
Jeffco-CSS's  attorney  CASIE  SHOREY  (now  Casie  STOKES)  reopened  the  modification  matter  in 
CFC  VOISINET’s  court  and  requested  the  reduction  in  child  support  from  $1717.92  to  $521.00. 

51.  In  answer  to  my  discovery  requests  in  the  Minnesota  registration  matter,  Carol  committed 
multiple  perjuries  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  judicial  proceeding  [see  Exhibit  MN -60 6\. 

52.  On  September  22,  STOKES  filed  a  Motion  to  Withdraw  Motion  for  Modification,  see 
pp.32-33  in  Attachment,  and  fraudulently  stated,  “ Further  review  of  the  case  leads  the 
Department  to  determine  that  a  recalculation  of  child  support  is  not  appropriate  at  this  time. 
Application  of  the  Colorado  Child  Support  Guidelines  results  in  less  than  a  10%  change  from 
the  amount  currently  ordered”',  CFC  VOIS1NET  granted  STOKES'  motion  on  September  29 
before  I  could  respond;  CFC  VOISINET's  clerk  held  the  order  until  October  10  before  mailing  it 
to  me  to  prevent  an  appeal;  and  when  I  petitioned  CFC  JACKSON  for  review,  he  denied  it  and 
ordered  me  to  pay  STOKES  for  her  time  to  respond;  all  three  committing  several  state  and  federal 


The  Minnesota  Exhibits  referenced  herein  [not  included  in  the  Attachment]  were  contained  in  an  EXHIBIT 
BOOK,  which  was  served  along  with  my  2014  lawsuit  against  Carol  and  the  intervenor  in  Minnesota  (see  case 
40-cv-14-|^HI  which  was  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  by  one  of  Minnesota's  CFCs). 
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crimes,  including  two  more  counts  each  of  the  class  B  federal  felony  (18  U.S.C.  §  514)  by 
further  processing  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  (see 
COUNTS  393-416  and  evidence  on  pp. 32-33  in  Attachment). 

[Like  the  outright  thefts  of  my  children's  money  ( see  f  24  above),  this  part  of  crime  spree  epitomizes 
the  intervenor's  willingness  to  do  whatever  it  takes  to  keep  their  victims  down  and  under  their  control 
and  to  cover  up  their  racketeering.] 

53.  On  September  29,  2008 — the  same  day  STOKES’  motion  to  withdraw  my  motion  to 
modify  was  granted  in  Colorado — the  Minnesota  CFC  approved  the  registration  of  the  known 
void  Colorado  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  for  enforcement  “/ b]ased  upon  the 
testimony  and  exhibits ,”  which  included  Carol's  fraudulent  answers  to  my  discovery  requests, 
uand  the  filings  from  Colorado ,”  which  included  Jeffco-CSS's  fraudulent  REGISTRATION 
STATEMENTS  and  87  pages  of  prejudicial  and  irrelevant  documents  [see  Exhibit  MN-607]. 

54.  In  the  fall  of  2008, 1  discovered  that  one  of  Carol's  sisters  in  St.  Peter  Minnesota,  who 
committed  one  of  the  frauds  upon  the  Colorado  courts  during  Carol's  divorce  (see  PART  FIVE), 
is  related  to  the  Le  Sueur  County  Attorney,  who  had  just  defrauded  the  court  record  in  Minnesota 
to  aid  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS  is  registering  the  fictitious  obligations  in  Minnesota. 

55.  In  January  2009, 1  formally  objected  to  the  continued  enforcement  of  the  known  fictitious 
and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance — to  Jeffco-DHS  director  LYNN  JOHNSON,  and 
copied  Carol,  Jeffco-Attorney  ELLEN  WAKEMAN,  the  Jefferson  County  commissioners  FAYE 
GRIFFEN,  KEVIN  MCCASKY,  and  KATHY  HARTMAN,  CDHS  officials,  and  Colorado's  highest- 
authorities — on  the  grounds  that  my  children  are  not  “needy”  as  defined  by  state  and  federal  law 
[see  Exhibit  MN-608],  but  JOHNSON  failed  to  respond  and  Jeffco-CSS  failed  to  cease  and  desist 
from  their  enforcement  actions  or  close  the  Title  IV-D  case,  as  required  by  law  (see  COUNTS 
417-458  in  Attachment). 

[This  is  another  portion  of  the  crime  spree  which  should  have  suspended  Jefferson  County's  and 
Colorado's  federal  funding  in  the  Title  IV-D  Program  for  intentionally  violating  my  children's  and  my 
rights,  the  Laws  of  our  Land,  and  the  “de  facto ”  laws.] 

56.  On  March  3,  2009, 1  wrote  to  STOKES— and  copied  WAKEMAN,  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY, 
and  HARTMAN — to  let  her  know  that  I  was  reporting  her  crimes;  and  I  wrote  a  very  detailed 
letter  to  WAKEMAN — and  copied  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY,  and  HARTMAN — in  follow  up  to  my 
formal  objection  and  requested  that  she:  1)  confirm  closure  of  the  Title  IV-D  case;  2)  fire 
STOKES;  3)  personally  oversee  the  correction  of  the  record  in  both  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV- 
D  case,  especially  STOKES'  wrongdoing;  4)  reconcile  the  child  support  account,  reimburse  my 
children's  trust  fund,  reinstate  my  driver's  license,  repair  my  credit  rating,  and  reunite  me  with  my 
kids;  and  5)  respond  [for  BRENDA  CLINE]  to  my  requests  for  records;  but  WAKEMAN  failed  to 
respond  and  the  “child  support  scam”  continued  unabated  (see  COUNTS  459-490  in  Attachment). 

57.  On  information  and  belief,  it  was  around  this  time  that  WAKEMAN  and  MOSS — in 
conspiracy  with  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY,  HARTMAN,  and  likely  many  others — instructed  their 
offices  to  ignore  my  requests  to  reconcile  the  child  support  account,  to  stonewall  my  CORA 
requests  for  information,  to  ignore  my  complaints,  and  to  blacklist  me  to  prevent  me  from 
obtaining  any  services  in  Jefferson  County. 

58.  In  June  2009, 1  again  formally  objected,  this  time  providing  18  “further  reasons  that 
Colorado  must  cease  and  desist  enforcement  of  the  orders,”  but  again,  all  involved  continued  to 
enforce  the  known  fictitious  and  void  Colorado  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  in 
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violation  of  state  law  and  federal  law  and  of  my  children's  rights  and  my  rights. 

59.  In  July  2009,  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS,  LeSueur-CSS  caused  the  filing  of  a  criminal 
complaint  against  me  in  Minnesota  for  felony  nonsupport  of  my  children,  based  on  the  false 
arrears  balance  figures  provided  by  Jeffco-CSS,  implicating  many  more  Minnesota  officials  in 
Jeffco-CSS's  crime  spree  against  me  (see  COUNTS  496-540  in  Attachment). 

60.  On  August  13,  2009, 1  applied  for  all  services  in  Jefferson  County's  “Fatherhood 
Initiative  Program,”  which  is  administered  by  Jeffco-CSS  [see  Exhibit MN-609].  My  advocate  in 
the  program  repeatedly  contacted  Carol  to  restore  my  visitation  and  contact  with  our  children, 
but  she  would  not  respond.  On  August  31,  2009,  my  advocate  finally  talked  to  Carol,  who 
threatened  that  she  would  “call  the  sheriff’  if  I  ever  came  to  Colorado  to  see  our  kids;  and  on 
September  3,  MOSS  ordered  my  advocate  to  deny  me  services  in  the  Fatherhood  Initiative 
Program  and  close  my  file  (see  COUNTS  496-540  and  evidence  on  pp. 34-35  in  Attachment). 

[This  crime  shows  the  intervenor's  willingness  to  commit  a  great  evil,  and  will  hopefully  result  in 
their  loss  of  funding  and  the  privatization  of  human  services  in  Colorado.] 

61.  Also  on  August  13,  2009, 1  moved  the  Colorado  courts  for  orders  requiring  Carol  to 
provide  our  children's  contact  information  to  me  and  to  have  our  kids  contact  me  at  set  times,  but 
CFC  VOISINET  and  CFC  JACKSON  conspired  and  “fixed”  these  actions  against  me  too  (see 
COUNTS  564-588  in  Attachment). 

62.  However,  on  October  19,  2009,  CFC  JACKSON  ordered  Carol  “/ pjromptly  to  provide 
updated  information  and  to  continue  to  update  it  if  phone  numbers,  email  addresses  or  mailing 
addresses  change.  To  encourage  the  children  to  contact  their  father  and  to  respond  to  any 
reasonable  message  that  he  leaves  for  them.  Such  encouragement  should  be  provided  in  a 
manner  that  is  meaningful  to  them  and  that  constitutes  a  good  faith  best  effort  to  accomplish  the 
objective  of  establishing  a  line  of  communication  with  him ”  [ see  Exhibit  MN-610];  but  like  all 
other  orders  and  laws  protecting  the  welfare  and  best  interests  of  our  children,  Carol  ignored  this 
order  and  has  continued  her  felony  denials  of  my  contact  and  visitation  to  this  day. 

63.  In  the  fall  of  2009,  in  an  attempt  to  restart  my  career,  I  renewed  my  efforts  to  obtain  my 
‘tools  and  necessary  work  equipment  ’  and  other  personal  property  that  Carol  continued  to  hold 
hostage  after  her  divorce,  and  over  the  next  few  months,  I  filed  104  court  documents  in  this  case 
to  obtain  my  things,  but  CFC  VOISINET  denied  all  my  motions  and  CFC  JACKSON  affirmed  his 
case  fixing  (see  COUNTS  589-613  and  evidence  on  pp. 36-37  in  Attachment). 

[I  began  to  realize  at  this  point  that  victims  of  injustice  in  Colorado,  at  least  in  the  First  Judicial 
District,  cannot  redress  their  grievances  and  have  little,  if  any,  chance  of  obtaining  protection  from 
further  harm  or  any  degree  of  justice.] 

64.  On  June  16,  2010,  with  the  “child  support  scam”  then  fully  adopted,  conspired,  and  aided 
by  LeSueur-CSS  and  the  CFCs  in  Minnesota,  I  was  falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  for 
the  5th  time  and  charged  with  felony  nonsupport  of  my  children  (see  COUNTS  614-653  in 
Attachment).  My  brother  paid  $5,000.00  to  bail  me  out  3-days  later. 

65.  On  July  6,  2010,  my  oldest  child  became  an  adult;  and  on  April  19,  2016,  my  youngest 
child  became  an  adult;  but  not  once  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  do  a  “review  and 
adjustment”  and  lower  the  monthly  child  support  accordingly,  as  required  by  law  (see  COUNTS 
654-665,  780-791,  1054-1065,  1387-1398  &  1447-1458  in  Attachment). 

66.  In  the  months  leading  up  to  the  jury  trial  in  February  201 1, 1  attempted  several  times  to 
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obtain  exculpatory  evidence  for  my  defense  from  Carol,  Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  JESSICA 
DELGADILLO  (who  committed  perjury  in  the  REGISTRATION  STATEMENTS),  and  several 
others  [see  Exhibit  MN-611],  but  no  one  responded  or  produced  any  documents.  In  contempt  of 
the  Minnesota  courts,  Carol  ignored  three  Subpoenas  for  her  testimony,  two  Notices  for  Witness 
Testimony,  and  four  Requests  for  Production  of  documents,  and  MOSS  and  DELGADILLO 
ignored  three  Subpoenas  to  each  for  their  testimony,  Notices  for  Witness  Testimony  to  each,  and 
Requests  for  Production  of  documents  to  each.  According  to  the  Minnesota  court  administrator, 
neither  Carol  nor  Jeffco-CSS  contacted  the  court  at  any  time  to  inquire  about  their  subpoenas,  or 
sent  any  of  the  documents  I  requested  (see  COUNTS  666-749  in  Attachment). 

67.  On  or  around  February  28,  2011,  Jeffco-CSS  conspired  with  the  LeSueur-CSS  supervisor 
and  Minnesota  prosecutor  to  enter  the  false — and  still  uncorrected — arrears  balance  figures  as 
evidence  in  the  jury  trial,  and  to  falsely  testify  about  the  arrears  balance  and  my  payments  toward 
child  support,  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  jury  [ see  Exhibit  MN-61 2\,  committed  numerous 
state  and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  750-779  in  Attachment). 

68.  On  March  1,  201 1, 1  was  falsely  convicted  of  felony  nonsupport  of  my  children. 

69.  In  August  2011,  the  CFCs  in  Minnesota  caused  the  illegal  forfeiture  of  my  $5,000.00  bail 
to  Jeffco-CSS  for  Carol;  and  Carol  happily  received  the  stolen  money  (see  COUNTS  792-829  in 
Attachment). 

70.  On  December  16,  201 1, 1  was  falsely  arrested  and  imprisoned  for  the  6th  time  (see 
COUNTS  830-877  in  Attachment). 

71.  In  January  2012,  while  I  was  in  jail,  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  sentence,  Carol  and 
Jeffco-CSS  conspired  with  Minnesota's  CFCs  to  obtain  a  “No  Contact  Order”  preventing  me 
from  contacting  our  five  children,  including  our  adult  children,  and  to  obtain  an  order  requiring 
me  to  pay  further  undue  child  support,  as  conditions  of  my  probation.  On  February  7,  2012,  the 
Minnesota  CFC  sentenced  me  to  six  months  in  jail  and  five  years  probation,  which  included  the 
requested  No  Contact  Order  and  order  to  pay  further  undue  child  support,  as  conditions  of  my 
probation  [see  Exhibit  MN-61 3]  (see  COUNTS  878-917  in  Attachment). 

72.  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS  began  conspiring  with  my  Minnesota  probation  agent  shortly  after 
sentencing,  with  the  intent  to  cause  as  many  false  arrests  and  false  imprisonments  as  possible 
and,  on  information  and  belief,  with  the  hope  that  the  oppression  would  cause  my  suicide. 

73.  On  July  1,  2012,  unbeknownst  to  me,  Carol  made  another  false  report  to  the  Jefferson 
County  Sheriffs  Department  in  Colorado  [see  Crimes  #36-53  in  Exhibit  MN-61 3],  this  time 
claiming  that  I  had  left  messages  on,  and  had  sent  texts  to,  my  daughter's  cellphone,  in  violation 
of  the  No  Contact  Order;  and  faxed  the  false  report  to  my  Minnesota  probation  agent, 
committing  numerous  state  and  federal  crimes.  On  July  2,  2012, 1  was  tasered,  falsely  arrested 
and  imprisoned  for  the  7th  time.  On  July  23,  2012, 1  was  falsely  arrested  for  the  8th  time  and 
transported  to  the  Nicollet  County  Jail  to  face  false  charges,  brought  about  in  retaliation  by  a 
growing  group  of  CFCs  in  Minnesota  who,  just  like  their  counterparts  in  Colorado,  'got  off  on 
the  ongoing  oppression,  (see  COUNTS  918-1054  in  Attachment). 

74.  On  April  2,  2014,  in  my  direct  appeal  of  the  jury  verdict,  the  Minnesota  Supreme  Court 
wrongly  ordered  me  to  turn  myself  in  on  the  known  false  warrant,  for  violating  the  No  Contact 
Order — which  was  based  on  Carol's  false  report  ( see  above) — or  my  appeal  would  be  dismissed. 

I  turned  myself  in  according  to  the  rules,  but  my  appeal  was  dismissed  anyway.  To  maximize  my 
9th  false  imprisonment,  Jeffco-CSS  continued  to  transmit  falsified  arrears  balances  in  the  case  to 
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LeSueur-CSS  and  ignored  my  discovery  requests.  In  preparation  for  the  probation  revocation 
hearing  while  in  jail,  I  wrote  to  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  GRIFFEN  KOROSEC  to  obtain  documents 
for  my  defense,  sent  her  the  pertinent  facts  alleging  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in¬ 
full,  and  again  requested  reconciliation  and  closure  of  the  Title  IV-D  case  [see  Exhibit  MN-61 6\. 
As  typical  with  all  my  letters  and  complaints,  Jeffco-CSS  ignored  my  discovery  request  and 
review  request  to  further  influence  the  judicial  proceedings  in  Minnesota.  I  was  released  from  the 
Le  Sueur  County  Jail  on  August  4,  2014,  and  transported  to  the  Nicollet  County  Jail,  which 
began  my  10th  false  arrest  and  imprisonment.  I  borrowed  another  $600.00,  posted  bail,  and  was 
released  on  August  6,  2014.  On  August  14,  2014,  the  sentence  in  the  Le  Sueur  County  case  was 
vacated;  and  on  September  16,  my  probation  was  discharged  and  I  was  re-sentenced  to  time 
served.  On  October  20, 1  was  forced  to  take  a  plea  deal  in  the  Nicollet  County  case  (see  COUNTS 
1067-1268  in  Attachment). 

[Like  the  CFCs  and  racketeers  in  Colorado,  Minnesota's  CFCs  and  racketeers  wholeheartedly  adopted 
the  “child  support  scam,”  openly  and  brazenly  committed  state  and  federal  felonies  to  keep  the  scam 
and  the  oppression  going,  are  still  padding  their  numbers  for  extra  federal  funding  to  this  day,  and  are 
still  pretending  as  though  I  am  the  criminal.] 

75.  On  July  31,  2014, 1  initiated  Jeffco-CSS's  fifth  administrative  “review  and  adjustment”  of 
the  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  [ see  Exhibit  MN-61 7.\  (see  COUNTS  1174-1178  in 
Attachment). 

76.  During  Jeffco-CSS's  fifth  review  of  the  Title  IV-D  case,  I  wrote  2  detailed  letters  to  Jeffco- 
CSS's  paralegal  SUE  PALMER  and  talked  with  her  several  times  on  the  telephone  to  make  sure  that 
she  understood  that  I  was  requesting  an  administrative  review,  not  a  judicial  modification,  and  to 
make  sure  that  she  had  the  pertinent  facts  and  evidence  proving  that  my  child  support  obligations 
are  paid-in-full  and  the  arrears  balance  is  zero  (see  COUNTS  1269-1301  in  Attachment).  But 
PALMER,  as  directed  by  STOKES,  refused  to  do  a  proper  review,  insisted  on  imputing  a  false 
income  for  me  into  their  child  support  worksheets  in  preparation  for  a  judicial  modification,  and 
made  ridiculous  statements  during  our  phone  conversations  including: 

a.  “/  have  to  impute  earning  ability..."  (for  my  income). 

b.  “ I  can't  cite  statutes..."  (when  asked  for  her  legal  authority  for  her  actions). 

c.  “We  do  our  review  on  the  guidance  of  the  department's  attorney"  (referring  to  Casie 
STOKES,  who  fixed  the  modification  action  against  me  in  2008,  see  Exhibit  MN-604). 

d.  “  What  we  can  do  and  what  we  will  do  are  two  different  things." 

e.  (Regarding  reconciliation  of  my  Title  IV-D  account):  “ I’ve  heard  this  many  times 
already,  John.  I  already  know  the  issue.  I  know  what  you  want.  I've  already  told  you  that  I'll 
tcdk  to  the  departmen  t  attorney,  I'll  talk  to  my  supervisor,  and  then  I’ll  get  back  to  you  if  the 
answer  is  different  than  what  I've  already  told  you." 

f.  “ I'm  telling  you  what  we're  going  to  do  and  I'm  telling  you  what  your  options  are." 

g.  “  We  don 't  agree  with  you  ...we  don 't  agree  that  we  should  calculate  your  income  as  zero. " 

77.  On  October  22,  2014, 1  began  calling  and  leaving  messages  for  Jeffco-CSS  Manager/Title 
IV-D  Administrator  ALVIN  TAFOYA  to  take  full  control  of  my  case,  but  we  never  talked. 

78.  On  October  23,  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  KOROSEC,  who  never  responded  to  my 
discovery  request  in  July,  finally  called  me  to  tell  me  that  she  would  allow  me  to  have  a  90-day 
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probationary  driver's  license,  but  ignored  my  request  for  reconciliation  of  the  arrears  balance  and 
refused  to  look  into  reimbursement  of  the  $5,500.51  stolen  from  my  children's  trust  account  (see 
COUNTS  1302-1307  in  Attachment). 

79.  Over  my  repeated  objections,  on  the  28th  of  October,  PALMER  unlawfully  and  illegally 
imputed  a  false  monthly  income  of  $7,000.00  for  me  into  the  child  support  worksheet  and  filed 
with  the  Colorado  court  a  motion  to  modify  the  child  support  order  from  $1,717.92  to  $1,361.00 
per  month,  to  support  my  two  youngest  children  who  were  still  minors  at  the  time;  but  withdrew 
it  a  few  days  later  when  I  complained  (see  COUNTS  1269-1301  in  Attachment). 

80.  I  left  eleven  detailed  messages  for  TAFOYA  requesting: 

a.  That  he  take  full  control  of  the  “review  and  adjustment”  process; 

b.  That  he  open  a  case  for  me  in  the  “Responsible  Fatherhood  Program”  and  help  me 
reestablish  contact  and  visitation  with  my  children; 

c.  That  he  take  whatever  action  necessary  to  lift  the  suspension  of  my  driver's  license; 

d.  That  he  obtain  my  letters  to  PALMER  and  KOROSEC,  and  fulfill  my  requests; 

e.  That  he  contact  me  if  he  had  any  trouble  locating  the  evidence  proving  that  my  child 
support  obligations  are  paid-in-full; 

f.  That  he  verify  the  facts  and  evidence,  and  administratively  find  and  declare  that  my 
child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  arrears  balance  is  zero; 

g.  That  he  close  the  Title  IV-D  case;  and 

h.  That  he  report  his  office's  knowledge  of  Carol's  crimes  and  child  abuses  to  the 
Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Department  and  Jefferson  County  Child  Protective  Services. 

81.  On  November  5,  2014,  TAFOYA  left  me  a  message  essentially  denying  me  all  services  by 
Jeffco-CSS,  turning  my  case  over  to  STOKES,  and  unlawfully  and  illegally  advising  that,  unless  I 
can  provide  a  court  order  showing  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  satisfied,  his  office 
cannot  help  me.  On  November  6, 1  wrote  a  final  letter  to  TAFOYA  and  left  a  final  phone  message 
for  TAFOYA,  but  he  failed  to  respond  (see  COUNTS  1308-1387  in  Attachment).  So  in  2014,  for 
the  fifth  time,  Jeffco-CSS  refused  to  do  a  proper  administrative  “review  and  adjustment”  of  the 
known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance,  as  required  by  Title  IV-D 
regulations  and  other  state  and  federal  laws;  refused  to  open  a  case  for  me  in  their  Responsible 
Fatherhood  Program;  refused  to  report  their  knowledge  of  Carol's  crimes  and  child  abuses;  again 
deprived  me  of  my  rights  to  their  services  under  color  of  law;  again  deprived  me  of  my  right  to 
honest  services;  and  continued  their  conspiracy  with  Carol  to  deprive  my  five  children  and  me  of 
our  rights  to  ‘  frequent  and  continuing  contact ,”  to  defraud  the  courts  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota, 
and  to  stalk  me  and  oppress  me  in  both  states;  committing  another  unbelievable  but  true  “crime 
spree”  against  my  family  to  keep  their  “child  support  scam”  alive. 

82.  In  December  2014, 1  sued  Carol,  Jeffco-CSS,  and  Jefferson  County,  in  Minnesota;  but,  as 
has  been  the  case  since  2006,  one  of  the  CFCs  in  Minnesota  came  to  their  rescue  and  unlawfully 
and  illegally  dismissed  my  lawsuit;  then  another  CFC  at  the  Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals 
unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  appeal;  and  finally  another  CFC  in  Minnesota's  federal 
courts  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  federal  action  against  Minnesota's  CFCs  (see 
COUNTS  1400-1420  in  Attachment). 

83.  In  the  fall  of  2015,  as  part  of  my  action  to  modify  parental  responsibilities  in  Colorado,  I 
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filed  a  motion  to  reinstate  my  driver's  license  and  attached  evidence  of  Jeffco-CSS's  unlawful 
and  illegal  suspension  of  my  driver's  license;  but,  although  Jeffco-CSS  did  not  respond,  CFC 
ALABISO  unlawfully  and  illegally  denied  my  motion  without  a  hearing,  and  was  then  joined  by 
CFC  ZENISEK  and  CFC  MCNULTY  to  aid  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS  in,  once  again,  avoiding  the 
consequences  of  their  crimes  (see  COUNTS  1421-1447  in  Attachment). 

[CFC  ZENISEK  purposely  scheduled  my  hearing  on  May  17,  2016,  after  my  youngest  child  became 
an  adult;  all  three  CFCs  refused  to  recuse  themselves  and  strung  me  along  without  a  word,  as  I  paid 
for  an  expert  to  testify,  bought  round-trip  airfare,  and  worked  hundreds  of  hours  preparing  for  the 
hearing,  knowing  that  CFC  ZENISEK  would  dismiss  my  action  for  “lack  of  jurisdiction”  over  my 
grown  children.  To  date,  I  have  never  had  my  'day  in  court'  on  any  matter.] 

84.  In  the  summer  of  2016, 1  sued  many  of  the  CFCs  in  Colorado's  federal  courts,  giving  the 
criminals,  the  state  and  the  county  yet  another  opportunity  to  stop  the  crime  spree  and  child 
support  scam,  vacate  Permanent  Orders,  and  settle  my  claims;  but,  none  of  my  federal  lawsuits 
were  served,  and  case  fixing  criminals  masquerading  as  federal  judges  came  to  their  rescue  and 
unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  federal  lawsuits  (see  COUNTS  1460-1549  in  Attachment). 

85.  In  the  fall  of  2016, 1  put  the  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON  and  the  STATE  OF  COLORADO  on 
notice  of  my  intent  to  sue,  and  I  wrote  to  Jeffco-CSS's  manager/Title  IV-D  Administrator  ALVIN 
TAFOYA  to  give  him  a  final  opportunity  to  administratively  find  and  declare  the  undisputed 
facts,  reinstate  my  driver's  license,  reconcile  and  close  the  Title  IV-D  case,  and  open  a  case  for 
my  family  and  provide  services  in  their  “Responsible  Fatherhood  Program,”  but  TAFOYA  again 
failed  to  respond,  committing  several  more  crimes  (see  COUNTS  1550-1699  in  Attachment). 

86.  On  April  19,  2017,  my  youngest  child  turned  19  years  of  age,  and  Jeffco-CSS  made  their 

last  monthly  addition  to  the  arrears  balance  in  the  amount  of  $1,717.92,  which  is  the  same 
monthly  amount  that  was  originally — and  unlawfully  and  illegally — ordered  in  2006  to  support 
all  five  of  my  minor  children,  and  which  evidences — just  like  nonpayment  of  a  legitimate 
monthly  child  support  obligation  would  be  considered  a  monthly  judgment  against  the  debtor  in 
that  amount — approximately  132  monthly  frauds  by  Jeffco-CSS,  132  counts  of  conspiracy 
between  the  various  officials  who  had  knowledge  of  the  frauds,  and  132  counts  of  many  other 
state  and  federal  crimes  during  Jeffco-CSS's  use  of  my  strawman's  name  (JOHN  in 

their  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation  between  May  30,  2006,  and  April  30,  2017 
(see  COUNTS  1807-11,310  in  Attachment). 

87.  In  May  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS's  KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON — 
evidently  in  conspiracy  with  Jeffco-Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS,  TAFOYA,  and  many  others 
— committed  perjury  and  other  crimes  (see  COUNTS  1700-1712  in  Attachment),  starting  the 
present  “case  fixing  crime  spree,”  which  is  still  taking  place  to  this  day  and  is  the  subject  matter 
of  PART  EIGHT. 

88.  On  June  13,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  DAVIS  secretly  filed  a  motion  for  a  judgment 
against  my  strawman  in  the  amount  of  Jeffco-CSS's  known  false  arrears  balance,  and  purposely, 
unlawfully  and  illegally,  failed  to  serve  a  copy  on  me  (see  COUNTS  1713-1847  in  Attachment). 

89.  On  July  17,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  CFC  ALABISO — who  knows  full  well,  in  addition 
to  all  the  facts  known  to  all  involved  previously  stated  ad  nauseum,  that  he  was  automatically 
disqualified  from  the  case  when  he  committed  his  first  crime  against  my  family  and  for  that 
reason  and  several  other  reasons  he  has  absolutely  no  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  this  case  and  his 
orders  are  void — purposely,  unlawfully  and  illegally,  failed  to  provide  me  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  on  the  matter,  and  knowingly  entered  the  fictitious  and  void  judgment  against  my 
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strawman  in  the  amount  requested  by  DAVIS  (see  COUNTS  1848-1919  in  Attachment). 

90.  In  September  2017,  CFC  ZENISEK — who  also  knows  full  well,  in  addition  to  all  the  facts 
known  to  all  involved  previously  stated  ad  nauseum,  that  he  was  automatically  disqualified  from 
the  case  when  he  committed  his  first  crime  against  my  family  and  for  that  reason  and  several 
other  reasons  he  has  absolutely  no  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  this  case  and  his  orders  are  void — 
purposely,  unlawfully  and  illegally,  entered  a  void  order  setting  a  deadline  for  this  petition  for 
review  to  “fix”  my  first  appeal,  Court  of  Appeals  case  2017CA against  me  (see  COUNTS 
370-374  in  PART  EIGHT'S  Attachment ) 

91.  In  October  2017,  Jefferson  County's  domestic  relations  clerk  MARJORY  SHOOK,  and 
others,  joined  the  present  “case  fixing  crime  spree” — by  hiding  my  court  documents  past  CFC 
ZENISEK's  deadline — to  cause  dismissal  of  my  first  appeal  (see  COUNTS  375-390  in  PART 
EIGHT'S  Attachment). 

92.  On  November  21,  “appeal  fixing  criminals”  (“AFCs”)  at  the  Colorado  Court  of  Appeals 
joined  the  conspiracy  to  affirm  CFC  ALABISO's  fraudulent  child  support  judgment  and  dismissed 
my  first  appeal  (see  COUNTS  391-413  in  PART  EIGHT'S  Attachment ). 

93.  The  next  day,  on  November  22,  CFC  ZENISEK — again,  without  authority,  without 
jurisdiction,  without  holding  any  of  the  requested  hearings,  and  without  making  any  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  of  law,  or  doing  any  adjudication  whatsoever — unlawfully  and  illegally,  entered 
a  blanket  order  dismissing  PARTs  ONE,  TWO,  THREE,  FOUR,  FIVE,  and  SIX  of  my  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW,  and  my  First.  Second.  Third.  Fourth.  Fifth  and  Sixth  Motions  to  Set  Aside  All 
Decisions  in  Case  2005DR^^(see  COUNTS  414-498  in  PART  EIGHT'S  Attachment). 

94.  In  January  2018, 1  submitted  12  separate  NOTICES  OF  APPEAL  according  to  the  law,  but 
Court  of  Appeals  clerk  POLLY  BROCK  openly  joined  the  conspiracy  to  “fix”  my  appeals  against 
me  and  unlawfully  and  illegally  consolidated  them  into  one  case,  see  appeal  2018C/. commit¬ 
ting  several  state  and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  499-516  in  PART  EIGHT'S  Attachment). 

95.  Later  that  month,  I  again  caught  CFC  SHOOK  and  other  Jefferson  County  clerks  not  filing 
my  documents  and  found  out  that  they  were  being  instructed  by  the  CFJD  Clerk  of  Court  DIANA 
COFFEY  to  discriminate  against  me  by  refusing  to  provide  information  about  my  case  and 
transferring  my  calls  to  her  voicemail;  and  after  talking  with  CFC  COFFEY  on  the  phone  and 
exchanging  emails  in  February  with  her  and  CFJD  District  Administrator  GAIL  PICKARTS,  it 
became  obvious  that  CFC  COFFEY  and  CFC  PICKARTS  are  involved  in  the  conspiracies  and  case 
fixing,  and  likely  in  the  racketeering  and  other  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  the  CFJD,  and 
are  orchestrating  the  ongoing  alterations  of  the  record  in  2005DR^®  to  “fix”  my  appeals  and 
this  petition  against  me  (see  COUNTS  517-540  in  PART  EIGHT'S  Attachment). 

96.  Most  recently,  I  wrote  again  to  Jeffco-DFIS  director  JOHNSON  requesting,  among  other 
things,  a  copy  of  the  contract  being  enforced  against  my  strawman,  but  as  of  the  date  of  this 
document,  she  is  again  failing  to  respond  and  committing  further  crimes  against  my  family. 

97.  And,  to  top  it  all  off,  in  February  2018, 1  discovered  that  the  intervenor  is  currently  taking 
steps,  as  if  CFC  ALABISO’s  judgment  is  valid  and  binding,  to  foreclose  on  my  family's  real  estate 
property  in  Jefferson  County — our  last-remaining  asset  that  the  intervenor  has  not  yet  stolen: 
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Foreclosure  Trustee  or  Attorney 

Name:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 

Address:  100  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  PKWY,  GOLDEN,  CO  80401 

Legal 

Foreclosure  type:  Non-Judicial 

Recorded:  Notice  of  Lis  Pendens:  2017117063  on  11/13/17 

Legal  description: 

Parcel  number: 

98.  And  finally,  it  should  be  judicially  noted  that  neither  the  intervenor  nor  the  CFCs  has  ever 
acknowledged  the  fact  that,  even  if  child  support  had  been  legitimately  owed  in  this  case,  neither 
my  “strawman”  nor  I  had  the  ability  to  pay  monthly  child  support,  due  to  the  never-ending  “case 
fixing  crime  spree”  and  “child  support  scam”  alleged  and  proven  herein,  which  required  judicial 
and  administrative  action  by  the  court  and  the  intervenor,  respectively,  along  the  way,  but  which 
was  never  forthcoming;  and  therefore,  I  reserve  my  right  to  fully  address  this  additional  issue, 
should  it  be  necessary. 

99.  Nearly  every  paragraph  in  the  foregoing  summary  of  the  “child  support  scam”  alleges 
one  or  more  crimes  by  Carol,  the  intervenor,  the  CFCs,  and  others  involved  in  the  enforcement 
of  undue  child  support,  any  one  of  which  caused  loss  of  subject  matter  jurisdiction  in  the  Title 
IV-D  case  and  in  this  divorce  case,  caused  loss  of  whatever  authority  and  jurisdiction  the 
intervenor  and  the  CFCs  thought  they  had  over  my  “strawman,”  exposed  Carol  and  the 
intervenor's  officials  and  many  others  to  civil  liability  and  criminal  penalties,  and  will  hopefully, 
in  the  end,  result  in  the  defunding  and  privatization  of  all  human  service  programs  in  Colorado. 

100.  With  respect  to  the  child  support  judgment  in  question,  in  addition  to  the  obvious — that 
CFC  ALABISO’s  judgment  is  void  on  its  face  for  failure  to  provide  the  constitutionally  required 
due  process  notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  (which  will  be  covered  in  the  next  and  final  part 
of  this  petition) — any  one  of  the  crimes  committed  to  defraud  the  record  and/or  to  enforce  the 
known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  provides  further  grounds  to  set 
aside  CFC  ALABISO's  judgment  and  all  decisions  in  this  case. 

CONCLUSION: 

101.  As  I  finish  drafting  this  PART  SEVEN  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  in  March  20 1 8 — in 
spite  of  all  the  undisputed  and  irrefutable  facts  on  the  record  in  this  case,  via  my  filings  since 
2006  and  the  pertinent  facts  now  reestablished  in  this  petition — the  original  and  present  CFCs, 
Jeffco-DHS's  racketeers,  and  the  highest  authorities  of  the  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON  and  the 
STATE  OF  COLORADO,  continue  to  ignore  the  facts,  evidence,  and  controlling  law,  continue  to 
pretend  that  I  am  the  respondent,  continue  to  pretend  as  though  I  am  the  criminal,  continue  to 
show  that  they  are  willing  to  extort  more  money  from  my  children  and  me  and  to  further  harm 
our  family,  continue  to  show  that  they  are  still  willing  to  cheat  the  system  and  steal  more  money 
from  the  American  taxpayers,  and  continue  to  engage  in  conspiracies,  frauds  upon  the  court,  and 
other  blatant  crimes,  to  sabotage  this  petition,  to  keep  the  truth  off  the  record,  to  keep  my  family 
separated,  and  to  cover  up  their  treason,  as  though  they  are  untouchable. 

102.  To  date,  in  dealing  with  Carol's  and  Jeffco-CSS's  never-ending  pursuit  to  force  me  to  pay 
my  child  support  obligations  again  for  their  further  pleasure  and  profit,  I  have  submitted  over 
700  court  documents,  I  have  written  over  800  letters,  and  I  have  made  over  900  telephone  calls, 
but  have  never  received  even  a  sliver  of  justice  or  protection  for  my  family  from  the  CFJD. 
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103.  The  general  attitude  toward  me  over  the  past  decade  by  Carol,  the  intervenor's  officials 
and  lawyers,  the  original  and  present  CFCs,  and  everyone  who  I  reached  out  to  over  the  years  for 
help,  was  and  still  is  one  of  extreme  hatred,  which,  in  retrospect,  now  tells  me  that  if  I  was  not 
willing,  or  able,  to  pay  child  support  again,  they  would  make  sure  I  would  not  see  my  kids  again. 

104.  And,  as  everyone  who  reads  this  and  sees  the  evidence  can  deduce,  the  original  and 
present  CFCs  not  only  wholeheartedly  adopted  the  intervenor's  “child  support  scam,”  but  also 
took  whatever  action  necessary  over  the  years  to  keep  the  scam  going  to  this  day;  e.g.,  neither 
Carol  nor  the  intervenor  even  have  to  respond  to  my  pleadings  anymore — they  can  simply  rely 
on  the  CFCs  to  carry  out  their  crimes  and  dismiss  all  my  actions  on  technicalities. 

105.  It  is  my  hope  that  this  case  will  forever  end  the  state-sanctioned  and  state-sponsored 
discrimination,  “parental  alienation,”  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  other  abuses  of  noncustodial 
parents  in  Colorado,  across  our  nation,  and  around  the  world. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado 
Supreme  Court  to  hold  a  hearing  on  the  matters  presented  herein  (if  necessary;  see  f  1),  to  make 
specific  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  on  the  matters  presented  herein,  and  to  enter  an 
order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3)  setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in  divorce 
case  2005  DR^®  on  July  17,  2017;  together  with  such  other  and  further  sua  sponte  relief  deemed 
just,  reasonable,  appropriate,  and/or  necessary,  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^)-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  Laws  of  our  Land 
and  in  pursuance  thereof  the  Constitution  for  the  united  States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged 
in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN  and  its  “ Attachment ”  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  30th  Day  of  March,  2018.  UCC  1-308:  All  Rights  Reserved- Without  Prejudice, 


By  Affiant: 


John  Mark! 


TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 


MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN 


My  children’s  and  my  due  process  rights  are  secured  by  the  5th  and  14th  Amendments  to  the 
Constitution  for  the  united  States  of  America,  by  Article  II,  Sections  3,  6,  25,  and  29  of  the 
Colorado's  Constitution,  and  by  over  200  years  of  precedence. 

Establishment  of  child  support  awards  is  strictly  regulated  by  the  federal  government,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  federal  funding  (emphasis  added)  : 
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STATE  GUIDELINES  FOR  CHILD  SUPPORT  AWARDS,  Sec.  467.  [42  U.S.C,  667] 

(a)  Each  State,  as  a  condition  for  having  its  State  plan  approved  under  this  part,  must  establish  guidelines  for 
child  support  award  amounts  within  the  State.  The  guidelines  may  be  established  by  law  or  by  judicial  or 
administrative  action,  and  shall  be  reviewed  at  least  once  every  4  years  to  ensure  that  their  application  results  in 
the  determination  of  appropriate  child  support  award  amounts. 

(b) (1)  The  guidelines  established  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  shall  be  made  available  to  all  judges  and  other 
officials  who  have  the  power  to  determine  child  support  awards  within  such  State. 

(2)  There  shall  be  a  rebuttable  presumption,  in  any  judicial  or  administrative  proceeding  for  the  award  of  child 
support,  that  the  amount  of  the  award  which  would  result  from  the  application  of  such  guidelines  is  the  correct 
amount  of  child  support  to  be  awarded.  A  written  finding  or  specific  finding  on  the  record  that  the  application 
of  the  guidelines  would  be  unjust  or  inappropriate  in  a  particular  case ,  as  determined  under  criteria 
established  by  the  State,  shall  be  sufficient  to  rebut  the  presumption  in  that  case. 

(c)  The  Secretary  shall  furnish  technical  assistance  to  the  States  for  establishing  the  guidelines,  and  each  State 
shall  furnish  the  Secretary  with  copies  of  its  guidelines. 

State  and  federal  laws  strictly  regulate  all  processes  with  respect  to  child  support,  including 
establishment,  verification,  review,  adjustment,  modification,  enforcement,  interstate 
registration,  compliance  by  parents,  compliance  by  agencies,  etc. 

Some  of  the  controlling  law  regarding  child  support:  (emphasis  added) 

According  to  the  Federal  Office  of  Child  Support  Enforcement  (OCSE): 

The  Child  Support  Enforcement  program  was  established  in  1975  under  Title  IV-D  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

The  program ’s  goal  is  to  ensure  that  children  are  financially  supported  by  both  parents.  It  is  administered  at 

the  state  level  and  overseen  federally  by  OCSE.  (See  website,  http://0ig.hhs.g0v/0ei/c.asp#cse) 

Colorado  Revised  Statutes,  Title  26,  Human  Services  Code: 

Art.  2.  Public  Assistance 

C.R.S.  §  26-2-102  Legislative  declaration 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  article  to  promote  the  public  health  and  welfare  of  the  people  of  Colorado  by 
providing,  in  cooperation  with  the  federal  government  or  independently,  public  assistance  for  needy 
individuals  and  families  . . .  whose  income  and  property  are  insufficient  to  meet  the  costs  of  necessary 
maintenance  and  services  . . .  and  to  assist  such  individuals  and  families  to  attain  or  retain  their  capabilities  for 
independence,  self-care,  and  self-support,  as  contemplated  by  article  XXIV  of  the  state  constitution  and  the 
provisions  of  the  social  security  act  and  the  food  stamp  act. 

C.R.S.  §  26-2-105  Federal  requirements 

Nothing  in  this  article  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  the  state  department  from  complying  with  federal 
requirements  for  public  assistance  programs  expressly  provided  by  law  in  order  for  the  state  of  Colorado  to 
qualify  for  federal  funds  under  the  social  security  act . . . 

C.R.S.  §  26-2-107  Verification  -  record 

(1)  (a)  (I)  Whenever  a  county  department  receives  an  application  for  public  assistance,  it  shall  promptly  make  a 
record  concerning  the  circumstances  of  the  applicant  to  verify  the  facts  supporting  the  application  and  shall 
examine  all  pertinent  records  and  shall  make  a  diligent  effort  to  examine  all  records  prior  to  granting  assistance. 
(c)  Within  ten  working  days  after  a  discrepancy  relating  to  a  fraudulent  or  suspected  fraudulent  act  affecting 
eligibility  is  discovered,  it  shall  be  referred  to  the  appropriate  investigatory  agency  for  investigation.  . . . 

(2)  The  county  department,  the  state  department,  and  the  officers  and  authorized  employees  of  each  may 
conduct  visits  to  the  home  of  the  applicant  at  reasonable  times,  make  investigations  and  require  the  attendance 
and  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  books,  records,  and  papers  by  subpoena,  and  make  application 
to  the  district  court  to  compel  and  enforce  such  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of 
such  books,  records,  and  papers.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  26-2-124  Reconsideration  and  changes 

(1)  All  assistance  payments  and  social  services  provided  under  this  article  shall  be  reconsidered  as  frequently 
as  and  in  the  manner  required  by  rules  and  regulations  of  the  state  department.  After  such  further  verification 
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. . .  public  assistance  may  be  terminated,  if  the  state  department  or  the  county  department  finds  that  the 
recipient's  circumstances  have  altered  sufficiently  to  warrant  such  action  or  if  changes  in  state  or  federal 
law  have  been  made  which  would  warrant  such  action . 

(2)  In  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  state  department,  the  county  department  may 
terminate  public  assistance  at  any  time  for  cause,  or  it  may,  for  cause,  suspend  public  assistance  for  such 
period  as  it  may  deem  proper.  Timely  notice  to  persons  receiving  public  assistance,  when  in  fact  they  are  not 
eligible  due  to  fraudulent  acts,  may  be  given  five  days  before  the  date  of  a  proposed  action,  in  accordance 
with  federal  regulations. 

Art.  5.  Child  Welfare  Services 
C.R.S.  §  26-5-101  Definitions 

(3)  "Child  welfare  services"  means  the  provision  of  necessary  shelter,  sustenance,  and  guidance  to  or  for 
children  who  are  or  who,  if  such  services  are  not  provided,  are  likely  to  become  neglected  or  dependent  ... 

"Child  welfare  services"  includes  but  is  not  limited  to: 

(a)  Child  protection;  . . . 

(m)  Administration  and  support  functions; 

C.R.S.  §  26-5-102  Provision  of  child  welfare  services  -  system  reform  goals 

(1)  (a)  The  state  department  shall  adopt  rules  to  establish  a  program  of  child  welfare  services  ...  in 

accordance  with  the  conditions  accompanying  available  federal  funds  for  such  purpose. 

(b)  Upon  appropriate  request  and  within  available  appropriations,  child  welfare  services  shall  be  provided  for 
any  child  residing  or  present  in  the  state  of  Colorado  who  is  in  need  of  such  services... 

Art.  13.  Child  Support  Enforcement  Act 
C.R.S.  §  26-13-102  Legislative  declaration 

The  purposes  of  this  article  are  to  provide  for  enforcing  the  support  obligations  owed  by  obligors,  to  locate 
obligors,  to  establish  parentage,  to  establish  and  modify  child  support  obligations,  and  to  obtain  support  in 
cooperation  with  the  federal  government  pursuant  to  Title  IV-D  of  the  federal  "Social  Security  Act",  as 
amended,  and  other  applicable  federal  regulations. 

C.R.S.  §  26-13-102.5  Definitions 

(1)  "Delegate  child  support  enforcement  unit"  means  the  unit  of  a  county  department  of  social  services  or  its 
contractual  agent  which  is  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  article. 

(2)  "IV-D  case"  or  "IV-D  support  order"  means  a  case  or  a  support  order  with  respect  to  a  child  in  which 
support  enforcement  services  are  provided  in  accordance  with  Title  IV-D  of  the  federal  "Social  Security 
Act",  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  this  article,  by  the  delegate  child  support  enforcement  unit  to  a  custodian  of 
a  child  who  is  a  recipient  of  aid  to  families  with  dependent  children... 

C.R.S.  §  26-13-105  Child  support  enforcement  services 

(1)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  26-13-104.  the  child  support  enforcement  program  shall  include  the 
following,  as  required  by  federal  law: 

(a)  The  establishment  and  modification  of  an  obligor  parent's  legal  obligation  . . . 

(d)  The  enforcement  of  an  obligor  parent's  support  obligation  as  set  forth  in  section  26-13-106  (1); 

(e)  Any  necessary  investigative  and  administrative  activities  which  may  be  necessary  to  accomplish  the 

services  required  by  this  section: 

C.R.S.  §  26-13-106  Eligibility  for  services 

(1)  Support  enforcement  services  shall  be  provided  to  those  recipients...  who,  as  a  condition  of  eligibility 
pursuant  to  federal  law,  must  assign  their  rights  to  support  to,  and  cooperate  with,  the  state  department  in 
the  establishment,  modification ,  and  enforcement  of  support  obligations  owed  by  obligors  to  their  children  ... 

CRS  26-13-114  Family  Support  Registry 

(1)  The  general  assembly  hereby  finds,  determines,  and  declares  that  it  has  been  demonstrated  that  the  establishment 
and  operation  of  one  automated  central  payment  registry  for  the  processing  of  child  support,  child  support  when 
combined  with  maintenance,  and  maintenance  payments  is  beneficial  to  the  state  in  the  collection  and  enforcement 
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of  family  support  obligations.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  general  assembly  by  enacting  this  section  to  authorize  the 
implementation  of  one  central  family  support  registry  for  the  collection,  receipt,  and  disbursement  of  payments  with 
respect  to:  ...  (c)  Maintenance  obligations,  ij  the  court  orders  payments  for  such  obligations  to  be  paid  through 
the  family  support  registry  pursuant  to  this  title  or  section  14-10-117.  C.R.S. .  .(emphasis  added). 

From  the  “Greenbook”  by  the  Office  of  the  Inspector  General  for  the  United  States  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services,  Section  8  -  Child  Support  Enforcement  Program: 

Child  support  enforcement  services  must  include  the  enforcement  of  spousal  support,  but  only  if  a  support 
obligation  has  been  established  with  respect  to  the  spouse ,  the  child  and  spouse  are  living  in  the  same  household, 
and  child  support  is  being  collected  along  with  spousal  support  (emphasis  added). 

In  dealing  with  the  unlawful  and  illegal  enforcement  of  undue  child  support  in  this  case  over  the 
past  12  years,  I  have  requested  “review  and  adjustment”  of  child  support  at  least  5  times,  I  have 
filed  numerous  motions  to  modify  child  support  and  other  court  documents,  I  have  repeatedly 
alleged  and  provided  evidence  proving  the  undisputed  facts  ( see  ][  5  above),  I  have  repeatedly 
requested  reconciliation  and  closure  of  the  Title  IV-D  case,  and  I  have  repeatedly  requested  other 
services  to  which  I  am  entitled,  but  neither  the  intervenor  nor  the  CFCs  have  ever  provided  me 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  or  found  the  facts,  or  acted  on  the  evidence,  or  administered  the  law, 
or  did  their  jobs  in  any  way,  any  part  of  which  is  a  violation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  to 
due  process  and  equal  protection  under  the  law: 

Procedural  due  process  requires  that  in  addition  to  a  fair  and  open  hearing,  there  must  be  due  notice 
and  an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  the  procedure  must  be  consistent  with  the  essentials  of  a  fair  trial, 
and  the  agency  must  act  upon  evidence  and  not  arbitrarily.  Pub.  Utils.  Comm  'n  v.  Colo.  Motorway, 

Inc.,  165  Colo.  1,  437  P.2d  44  (1968);  Buckingham  v.  Pub.  Utils.  Comm'n,  180  Colo.  267,  504  P.2d 
677  (1972). 

Due  process  is  satisfied  by  providing  adequate  notice  of  opposing  claims,  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
defend  against  those  claims,  and  a  fair  and  impartial  decision.  Colo.  State  Bd.  of  Med.  Exam'rs  v. 

Hoffner,  832  P.2d  1062  (Colo.  App.  1992). 

* 

All  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005DR^^were  obtained  by  fraud,  are  fraudulent  in  themselves,  or 
are  based  upon  our  void  marriage  or  upon  previous  void  orders  in  this  case,  and  are  therefore 
automatically  null  and  void  by  operation  of  law. 

GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

FRAUD: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Silence  can  only  be  equated  with  fraud  when  there  is  a  legal  and  moral  duty  to  speak  or  when  an  inquiry  left 
unanswered  would  be  intentionally  misleading.  U.S.  v.  Prudden,  424  F.2d.  1021  (1970);  U.S.  v.  Tweel,  550  F.  2d. 

297,  299,  300  (1977) 

FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT: 

In  Bulloch  v.  United  States,  763  F.2d  1115,  1 121  (10th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  stated,  “Fraud  upon  the  court  is  fraud 
which  is  directed  to  the  judicial  machinery  itself  and  is  not  fraud  between  the  parties  or  fraudulent  documents,  false 
statements  or  perjury  ...  It  is  where  the  court  or  a  member  is  corrupted  or  influenced  or  influence  is  attempted  or 
where  the  judge  has  not  performed  his  judicial  function  -  thus  where  the  impartial  functions  of  the  court  have  been 
directly  corrupted.” 

In  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co.  v.  Hartford-Empire  Co.,  322  U.S.  238  (1944),  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  decided  a 
case  involving  a  fraud  upon  a  lower  court  that  took  place  1 2  years  prior,  reestablishing  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
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statute  of  limitations  for  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  stated,  “Every  element  of  the  fraud  here  disclosed  demands  the 
exercise  of  the  historic  power  of  equity  to  set  aside  fraudulently  begotten  judgments,”  solidifying  not  only  the 
inherent  power  of  the  lower  courts,  but  also  the  duty  of  the  lower  courts,  to  set  aside  orders  and  judgments  obtained 
by  fraud.  And  Mr.  Justice  Roberts  famously  opined:  “  No  fraud  is  more  odious  than  an  attempt  to  subvert  the 
administration  of  justice.” 

In  its'  analysis  of  a  4-year-old  alleged  fraud  upon  the  court  in  United  States  v.  Buck,  281  F.3d  1336  (10th  Cir.  2002), 
in  regards  to  “the  inherent  power  of  a  court  to  set  aside  its  judgment  if  procured  by  fraud  upon  the  court”  under  Rule 
60(b),  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  stated,  “the  court  may  assert  this  power  sua  sponte  . . .  There  is  no  time 
limit  for  such  proceedings,  nor  does  the  doctrine  of  laches  apply. 

“Fraud  upon  the  court”  makes  void  the  orders  and  judgments  of  that  court.  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  consistently 
held  that  a  void  order  is  void  at  all  times,  does  not  have  to  be  reversed  or  vacated  by  a  judge,  cannot  be  made  valid 
by  any  judge,  nor  does  it  gain  validity  by  the  passage  of  time.  The  order  is  void  ab  initio.  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  & 
Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

VOID  ORDERS  &  JUDGMENTS: 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 

Piersol,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry >  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

ON  CHILD  SUPPORT: 

Any  competent  attorney  or  judge  knows  that  minor  children  need  various  kinds  of  support  following  a  divorce: 
financial,  emotional,  educational,  etc.  Neither  CFC  HUGGER  nor  any  of  the  other  CFCs  considered  or  even 
acknowledged  my  children's  needs — if  they  had,  there  would  have  been  no  child  support  order  in  this  case. 

Needs  of  the  children  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  child  support  obligations.  Wright  v.  Wright, 
182  Colo.  425,  514  P.2d  73  (1973);  In  re  Van  Inwegen,  757  P.2d  1118  (Colo.  App.  1988). 

Because  the  children's  needs  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  the  child  support  obligation,  in 
calculating  the  appropriate  amount  of  child  support,  the  court  should  look  at,  among  other  things,  the  costs  of 
food,  shelter,  clothing,  medical  care,  education,  and  recreational  costs  at  the  level  enjoyed  before  the 
dissolution.  In  re  Schwaab  and  Rollins,  794  P.2d  1112  (Colo.  App.  1990). 

Deviating  from  the  child  support  guidelines  requires  certain  documentation.  Neither  CFC  HUGGER  nor  CFC 
MUNSINGER  stated  any  reason  or  cited  any  authority  to  deviate  from  the  guidelines. 

If  trial  court  deviates  from  the  guidelines,  it  is  required  to  make  findings  that  application  of  the  guidelines 
would  be  inequitable  and  specifying  the  reasons  for  the  deviation.  In  re  Marshall,  781  P.2d  177  (Colo.  App. 
1989),  cert,  denied,  794  P.2d  1011  (Colo.  1990). 

The  guidelines  for  calculating  child  support  require  a  court  to  calculate  a  monthly  amount  of  child  support 
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based  on  the  parties'  combined  adjusted  gross  income,  In  re  Aldrich,  945  P.2d  1370  (Colo.  1997). 

In  a  divorce  action,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  care,  custody,  and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  the  court, 
at  the  time  of  making  an  award  for  the  minor  children,  was  obligated  to  appraise  conditions  as  they  exist  at  the 
time  of  the  presentation.  Brown  v.  Brown,  131  Colo.  467,  283  P.2d  951  (1955);  Watson  v.  Watson,  135  Colo. 
296,  310  P.2d  554  (1957);  Garrowv.  Garrow,  152  Colo.  480,  382  P.2d  809  (1963);  In  re  Serfoss,  642  P.2d  44 
(Colo.  App.  1981);  In  reMcKendry,  735  P.2d  908  (Colo.  App.  1986). 

MUNSINGER  should  have  deviated  from  the  guidelines  to  merely  acknowledge  that  my  child  support  obligations 
were  satisfied: 

Trial  court  may  deviate  from  the  child  support  guidelines  set  forth  in  this  section  if  the  application  of  such 
guidelines  would  be  inequitable,  In  re  English,  757  P.2d  1 130  (Colo.  App.  1988);  In  re  Hoffman,  878  P.2d  103 
(Colo.  App.  1994);  In  re  Andersen,  895  P.2d  1161  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Colorado's  laws  and  precedence  protect  my  children  and  me  from  CFC  HUGGER  and  the  other  case  fixing 
criminals'  conspiracies  and  crimes  to  enslave  me  under  color  of  law  with  a  grossly-unfair  child  support  order  and 
then  criminalize  me  when  I  could  not  pay  it: 

Determination  of  conscionability  of  support  provisions.  To  determine  whether  the  child  support  ...  [is]  fair, 
reasonable,  and  just,  a  trial  court  should  consider  and  apply  all  the  criteria  provided  by  the  general  assembly  for 
judicial  evaluation  of  the  provisions  of  property  settlement  agreements:  the  economic  circumstances  of  the 
parties,  §  14-10-1 12:  the  division  of  property,  §  14-10-1 13(1):  and  the  provisions  for  maintenance,  $  14-10- 
114(11.  In  re  Carney,  631  P.2d  1 173  (Colo.  1981). 

In  making  its  award  of  child  support,  a  trial  court  must  weigh  the  father's  ability  to  pay  against  the  reasonable 
needs  of  the  children.  Berge  v.  Berge,  33  Colo.  App.  376,  522  P.2d  752  (1974),  affd,  189  Colo.  103,  536  P.2d 
1135  (1975). 

Where  the  father's  income,  while  substantial,  is  limited  and  subject  to  numerous  demands,  an  order 
contemplating  only  the  needs  of  the  child  and  not  bearing  any  relationship  to  the  ability  of  the  father  to  pay,  and 
that  could  possibly  become  confiscatory  of  all  of  the  father's  available  resources,  is  not  valid.  Van  Orman  v. 

Van  Orman,  30  Colo.  App.  177,  492  P.2d  81  (1971). 

Estimates  of  children's  expenses  to  be  considered.  A  trial  court  should  not  determine  the  amount  of  child 
support  to  be  paid  by  a  husband  based  solely  on  some  amount  that  it  feels  is  commensurate  with  his  income  but 
should  make  the  determination  on  evidence  that  includes  estimates  of  the  actual  needs  and  expenses  of  the 
children  involved.  In  re  Berry,  660  P.2d  512  (Colo.  App.  1983). 

Where  there  was  no  verification  of  the  father's  income  as  required  by  this  section,  the  trial  court  was  directed  to 
take  additional  evidence  to  determine  the  income  and  to  modify  the  support  order.  In  re  Velasquez,  773  P.2d 
635  (Colo.  App.  1989). 

MUNSINGER's  Imputation  of  Income  in  this  case  is  also  clearly  illegal: 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  found  that  the  threat  and  enactment  of  legal  process  to  compel 
employment,  i.e.  imputing  income,  is  involuntary  servitude  prohibited  by  the  Thirteenth  Amendment.  Clyatt  v. 
United  States  (1905)  197  US  205,  25  S.  Ct.  429;  United  States  v.  Kozminsky  (1988)  487  US  931,  108  S.  Ct. 

2751 

Holding  someone  in  a  state  of  “peonage”  defined  by  Congress  is  a  crime  under  18  USC  §  1581,  and  42  USC  § 
2002  makes  illegal  the  use  of  state  law  to  hold  a  person  in  service  of  labor  as  a  “peon”  in  liquidation  of  any 
debt,  obligation  or  otherwise. 

The  general  assembly  intended  income  imputation  to  be  an  important  exception  to  the  normal  rule  of 
computation  based  on  actual  gross  income  of  the  parent.  This  exception  applies  when  the  parent  shirks  his  or 
her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain. 
The  legislature  meant  this  exception  to  prevent  detriment  to  children  by  deterring  parents  from  making 
employment  choices  that  do  not  account  for  their  children's  welfare.  Nevertheless,  the  general  assembly 
intended  courts  to  approach  income  imputation  with  caution.  People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo.  2003). 

In  order  to  impute  income  based  upon  a  parent's  voluntary  underemployment,  the  trial  court  must  examine  all 
relevant  factors  bearing  on  whether  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably 
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foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain,  and,  if  the  parent  is,  the  trial  court  must 
determine  what  he  or  she  can  reasonably  earn  and  contribute  to  the  child's  support.  If  the  trial  court  does  not 
find  that  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying 
employment,  the  court  should  calculate  the  amount  of  child  support  from  actual  gross  income  only.  People  v. 
Martinez ,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo  2003). 

The  court  must  make  findings  sufficient  to  support  a  determination  of  underemployment.  Imputing  support 
without  factual  findings  supporting  a  determination  of  underemployment  is  in  error.  In  re  Martin,  42  P.3d  75 
(Colo.  App.  2002). 

Father  not  underemployed  where  mother  presented  no  evidence  that  employment  at  income  previously  earned 
by  father  was  available  to  him,  no  evidence  of  alternative  employment  at  a  higher  level  of  remuneration  than  he 
presently  earned,  and  no  evidence  that  support  to  the  children  had  been  unreasonably  reduced.  In  re  Campbell, 
905  P.2d  19  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

SOVEREIGNTY  &  STATE  ABUSES  OF  IT: 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 

Constitutions  recognize  natural  rights.  The  constitutions  of  the  state  and  the  nation  recognize  unenumerated  rights 
of  natural  endowment.  Colo.  Anti-Discrimination  Comm'n  v.  Case,  151  Colo.  235,  380  P.2d  34  (1962). 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham,  373  US  262  (1969) 
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Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN 

LIST  OF  CRIMES,  EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS,  and  some  of  the  EVIDENCE 
proving  numerous  crimes  by  the  INTERVENOR  (“Jeffco-DHS”)  &  Petitioner  (“CAROL  ”). 
Prepared  for  divorce  case  2005DR^^by  Affiant  John  Mark^^^^^in  January-March  2018. 

LIST  OF  CRIMES: 

CAROL,  the  INTERVENOR’s  officials  and  attorneys,  the  “case  fixing  criminals,’’  and  others  involved  in 
the  “child  support  scam”  over  the  past  decade,  committed  numerous  state  and  federal  crimes  during  their 
'color  of  law'  enforcement  of  a  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  and 
their  pursuit  of  my  payment  of  undue  child  support,  including  but  not  limited  to:  (emphasis  added) 

COLORADO  CRIMES: 

C.R.S.  §  26-1-127  Fraudulent  acts 

(l)Any  person  who  obtains  or  any  person  who  willfully  aids  or  abets  another  to  obtain  public  assistance  or  vendor 
payments  or  medical  assistance  as  defined  in  this  title  to  which  the  person  is  not  entitled  or  in  an  amount  greater  than 
that  to  which  the  person  is  justly  entitled  or  payment  of  any  forfeited  installment  grants  or  benefits  to  which  the  person 
is  not  entitled  or  in  a  greater  amount  than  that  to  which  the  person  is  entitled ,  by  means  of  a  willfully  false  statement 
or  representation ,  or  by  impersonation,  or  by  any  other  fraudulent  device,  commits  the  crime  of  theft,  which  crime 
shall  be  classified  in  accordance  with  section  18-4-401  (2),  C.R.S.,  and  which  crime  shall  be  punished  as  provided  in 
section  18-1.3-401.  C.R.S. ,  if  the  crime  is  classified  as  a  felony,  or  section  18-1.3-501.  C.R.S. ,  if  the  crime  is  classified 
as  a  misdemeanor.  To  the  extent  not  otherwise  prohibited  by  state  or  federal  law,  any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection  (1)  is  disqualified  from  participation  in  any  public  assistance  program  under  article  2  of  this  title  for 
one  year  for  a  first  offense,  two  years  for  a  second  offense,  and  permanently  for  a  third  or  subsequent  offense.  Such 
disqualification  is  mandatory  and  is  in  addition  to  any  other  penalty  imposed  by  law. 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-101  Criminal  attempt 

(1)  A  person  commits  criminal  attempt  if,  acting  with  the  kind  of  culpability  otherwise  required  for  commission  of  an 
offense,  he  engages  in  conduct  constituting  a  substantial  step  toward  the  commission  of  the  offense... 

(2)  A  person  who  engages  in  conduct  intending  to  aid  another  to  commit  an  offense  commits  criminal  attempt  if  the 
conduct  would  establish  his  complicity  under  section  18-1-603  were  the  offense  committed  by  the  other  person,  even  if 
the  other  is  not  guilty  of  committing  or  attempting  the  offense  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  Conspiracy 

(1)  A  person  commits  conspiracy  to  commit  a  crime  if,  with  the  intent  to  promote  or  facilitate  its  commission,  he  agrees 
with  another  person  or  persons  that  they,  or  one  or  more  of  them,  will  engage  in  conduct  which  constitutes  a  crime  or  an 
attempt  to  commit  a  crime,  or  he  agrees  to  aid  the  other  person  or  persons  in  the  planning  or  commission  of  a  crime  or  of 
an  attempt  to  commit  such  crime  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-301  Criminal  solicitation 

(1)  ...  a  person  is  guilty  of  criminal  solicitation  if  he  or  she  commands,  induces,  entreats,  or  otherwise  attempts  to 
persuade  another  person,  or  offers  his  or  her  services  or  another's  services  to  a  third  person,  to  commit  a  felony,  whether 
as  principal  or  accomplice,  with  intent  to  promote  or  facilitate  the  commission  of  that  crime,  and  under  circumstances 
strongly  corroborative  of  that  intent  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-207  Criminal  extortion  -  aggravated  extortion 
(1)  A  person  commits  criminal  extortion  if: 

(a)  The  person,  without  legal  authority  and  with  the  intent  to  induce  another  person  against  that  other  person's  will  to 
perform  an  act  or  to  refrain  from  performing  a  lawful  act,  makes  a  substantial  threat  to  confine  or  restrain,  cause 
economic  hardship  or  bodily  injury  to,  or  damage  the  property  or  reputation  of,  the  threatened  person  or  another 
person;  ... 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-303  False  imprisonment 

(1)  Any  person  who  knowingly  confines  or  detains  another  without  the  other's  consent  and  without  proper  legal  authority 
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commits  false  imprisonment  . . . 

(2)  False  imprisonment  is  a  class  2  misdemeanor;  except  that  false  imprisonment  is  a  class  5  felony  if:  ... 

(a)  The  person  confines  or  detains  the  other  person  for  twelve  hours  or  longer.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-304  Violation  of  custody  order  or  order  relating  to  parental  responsibilities 

(1)  ...  any  person,  including  a  natural  or  foster  parent,  who  . . .  takes  or  entices  any  child  under  the  age  of  eighteen  years 
from  the  custody  or  care  of  the  child's  parents,  guardian,  or  other  lawful  custodian  or  person  with  parental 
responsibilities  with  respect  to  the  child  commits  a  class  5  felony. 

(2)  ...  any  parent  or  other  person  who  violates  an  order  of  any  district  or  juvenile  court  of  this  state,  granting  the  custody 
of  a  child  or  parental  responsibilities  with  respect  to  a  child  under  the  age  of  eighteen  years  to  any  person,  agency,  or 
institution,  with  the  intent  to  deprive  the  lawful  custodian  or  person  with  parental  responsibilities  of  the  custody  or  care 
of  a  child  under  the  age  of  eighteen  years,  commits  a  class  5  felony  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-503  Coercion  of  involuntary  servitude 

( 1 )  A  person  commits  coercion  of  involuntary  servitude  if  he  or  she  coerces  another  person  to  perfonn  labor  or  services 
by:  ... 

(c)  Threatening  serious  harm  or  physical  restraint  against  that  person  or  another  person;  . . . 

(e)  Abusing  or  threatening  abuse  of  law  or  the  legal  process  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-602  Stalking  -  penalty  -  definitions 

(1 )  A  person  commits  stalking  if  directly,  or  indirectly  through  another  person,  the  person  knowingly: 

(a)  Makes  a  credible  threat  to  another  person  and,  in  connection  with  the  threat,  repeatedly  follows,  approaches, 
contacts,  or  places  under  surveillance  that  person  . . . 

(b)  Makes  a  credible  threat  to  another  person  and,  in  connection  with  the  threat,  repeatedly  makes  any  form  of 
communication  with  that  person  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-401  Theft 

(1 )  A  person  commits  theft  when  he  knowingly  obtains  or  exercises  control  over  anything  of  value  of  another  without 
authorization,  or  by  threat  or  deception,  and: 

(a)  Intends  to  deprive  the  other  person  permanently  of  the  use  or  benefit  of  the  thing  of  value;  or 

(b)  Knowingly  uses,  conceals,  or  abandons  the  thing  of  value  in  such  manner  as  to  deprive  the  other  person 
permanently  of  its  use  or  benefit;  or 

(c)  Uses,  conceals,  or  abandons  the  thing  of  value  intending  that  such  use,  concealment,  or  abandonment  will 
deprive  the  other  person  permanently  of  its  use  and  benefit;  or 

(d)  Demands  any  consideration  to  which  he  is  not  legally  entitled  as  a  condition  of  restoring  the  thing  of  value  to  the 
other  person.  ... 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-404  Obtaining  control  over  any  stolen  thing  of  value 

Every  person  who  obtains  control  over  any  stolen  thing  of  value,  knowing  the  thing  of  value  to  have  been  stolen  by 
another,  may  be  tried,  convicted,  and  punished  whether  or  not  the  principal  is  charged,  tried,  or  convicted. 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-409  Aggravated  motor  vehicle  theft 

...  (2)  A  person  commits  aggravated  motor  vehicle  theft  in  the  first  degree  if  he  or  she  knowingly  obtains  or  exercises 
control  over  the  motor  vehicle  of  another  without  authorization  or  by  threat  or  deception  . . . 

(a)  Intends  to  deprive  the  other  person  permanently  of  the  use  or  benefit  of  the  thing  of  value;  or 

(b)  Knowingly  uses,  conceals,  or  abandons  the  thing  of  value  in  such  manner  as  to  deprive  the  other  person 
permanently  of  its  use  or  benefit;  or 

(c)  Uses,  conceals,  or  abandons  the  thing  of  value  intending  that  such  use,  concealment,  or  abandonment  will 
deprive  the  other  person  permanently  of  its  use  and  benefit;  or 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-410  Theft  by  receiving 

(1)  ...  a  person  commits  theft  by  receiving  when  he  receives,  retains,  loans  money  by  pawn  or  pledge  on,  or  disposes  of 
anything  of  value  of  another,  knowing  or  believing  that  said  thing  of  value  has  been  stolen,  and  when  he  intends  to 
deprive  the  lawful  owner  permanently  of  the  use  or  benefit  of  the  thing  of  value.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-501  Criminal  mischief 

(1 )  A  person  who  knowingly  damages  the  real  or  personal  property  of  one  or  more  other  persons  . . .  [wjhere  the  aggregate 
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damage  to  the  real  or  personal  property  is  twenty  thousand  dollars  or  more,  the  person  commits  a  class  3  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-502  First  degree  criminal  trespass 

A  person  commits  the  crime  of  first  degree  criminal  trespass  if  such  person  knowingly  and  unlawfully  enters  or  remains 
in  a  dwelling  of  another  or  if  such  person  enters  any  motor  vehicle  with  intent  to  commit  a  crime  therein.  First  degree 
criminal  trespass  is  a  class  5  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-102  Forgery 

(1)  A  person  commits  forgery,  if,  with  intent  to  defraud,  such  person  falsely  makes ,  completes,  alters,  or  utters  a  written 
instrument  which  is  or  purports  to  be,  or  which  is  calculated  to  become  or  to  represent  if  completed:... 

(c)  A  deed,  will,  codicil,  contract,  assignment,  commercial  instrument,  promissory  note,  check,  or  other 
instrument  which  does  or  may  evidence,  create,  transfer,  terminate,  or  otherwise  affect  a  legal  right,  interest, 
obligation,  or  status',  or  . . . 

(d  )A  public  record  or  an  instrument  filed  or  required  by  law  to  be  filed  or  legally  fileable  in  or  with  a  public  office 
or  public  servant;  or 

(e)  A  written  instrument  officially  issued  or  created  by  a  public  office,  public  servant,  or  government  agency,  or  ... 

(2)  Forgery  is  a  class  5  felony.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-105  Criminal  possession  of  a  forged  instrument 

A  person  commits  a  class  6  felony  when,  with  knowledge  that  it  is  forged  and  with  intent  to  use  to  defraud,  such  person 
possesses  any  forged  instrument  of  a  kind  described  in  section  18-5-102. 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-114  Offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording 

(1)  A  person  commits  offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording  in  the  first  degree  if,  knowing  that  a  written  instrument 
relating  to  or  affecting  real  or  personal  property  or  directly  affecting  contractual  relationships  contains  a  material  false 
statement  or  material  false  information,  and  with  intent  to  defraud,  he  presents  or  offers  it  to  a  public  office  or  a  public 
employee,  with  the  knowledge  or  belief  that  it  will  be  registered,  filed,  or  recorded  or  become  a  part  of  the  records  of  that 
public  office  or  public  employee.  ... 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-209  Issuing  a  false  financial  statement  -  obtaining  a  financial  transaction  device  by  false 
statements 

(1)  A  person  commits  issuing  a  false  financial  statement  if,  with  intent  to  defraud,  he: 

...  (b)  Represents  in  writing  that  a  written  instrument  purporting  to  describe  another  person's  financial  condition  or 
ability  to  pay  as  of  a  prior  date  is  accurate  with  respect  to  that  person's  current  financial  condition  or  ability  to  pay, 
knowing  the  instrument  to  be  materially  false  in  that  respect  and  reasonably  relied  upon. 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-902  Identity  theft 

(1)  A  person  commits  identity  theft  if  he  or  she: 

(a)  Knowingly  uses  the  personal  identifying  information,  financial  identifying  infonnation,  or  financial  device  of 
another  without  pennission  or  lawful  authority  with  the  intent  to  obtain  cash,  credit,  property,  services,  or  any  other 
thing  of  value  or  to  make  a  financial  payment; 

(b)  Knowingly  possesses  the  personal  identifying  infonnation,  financial  identifying  information,  or  financial  device 
of  another  without  permission  or  lawful  authority,  with  the  intent  to  use  or  to  aid  or  permit  some  other  person  to  use 
such  information  or  device  to  obtain  cash,  credit,  property,  services,  or  any  other  thing  of  value  . . . 

(c)  With  the  intent  to  defraud,  falsely  makes,  completes,  alters,  or  utters  a  written  instrument  or  financial  device 
containing  any  personal  identifying  information  or  financial  identifying  information  of  another; 

(d)  Knowingly  possesses  the  personal  identifying  infonnation  or  financial  identifying  information  of  another  without 
permission  or  lawful  authority  to  use  in  applying  for  or  completing  an  application  for  a  financial  device  or  other 
extension  of  credit; 

(e)  Knowingly  uses  or  possesses  the  personal  identifying  infonnation  of  another  without  permission  or  lawful 
authority  with  the  intent  to  obtain  a  government-issued  document;  . . . 

(2)  Identity  theft  is  a  class  4  felony.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-904  Gathering  identity  information  by  deception 

(1)  A  person  commits  gathering  identity  information  by  deception  if  he  or  she  knowingly  makes  or  conveys  a  materially 
false  statement,  without  permission  or  lawful  authority,  with  the  intent  to  obtain,  record,  or  access  the  personal 
identifying  information  or  financial  identifying  information  of  another.  . . . 
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C.R.S.  §  18-5.5-102  Computer  crime 

(1)  A  person  commits  computer  crime  if  the  person  knowingly: 

(a)  Accesses  a  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system  or  any  part  thereof  without  authorization;  exceeds 
authorized  access  to  a  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system  or  any  part  thereof;  or  uses  a  computer, 
computer  network,  or  computer  system  or  any  part  thereof  without  authorization  or  in  excess  of  authorized  access; 
or 

(b)  Accesses  any  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system,  or  any  part  thereof  for  the  purpose  of  devising 
or  executing  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud;  or 

(c)  Accesses  any  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system,  or  any  part  thereof  to  obtain,  by  means  of  false 
or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises,  money;  property;  services;  passwords  or  similar  information 
through  which  a  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system  or  any  part  thereof  may  be  accessed;  or  other 
thing  of  value;  or 

(d)  Accesses  any  computer,  computer  network,  or  computer  system,  or  any  part  thereof  to  commit  theft;  or 

(e)  Without  authorization  or  in  excess  of  authorized  access  alters,  damages,  interrupts,  or  causes  the  interruption  or 
impairment  of  the  proper  functioning  of,  or  causes  any  damage  to,  any  computer,  computer  network,  computer 
system,  computer  software,  program,  application,  documentation,  or  data  contained  in  such  computer,  computer 
network,  or  computer  system  or  any  part  thereof;  or  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-6-401  Child  abuse 

(1)  (a)  A  person  commits  child  abuse  if  such  person  causes  an  injury  to  a  child's  life  or  health,  or  permits  a  child  to  be 
unreasonably  placed  in  a  situation  that  poses  a  threat  of  injury  to  the  child's  life  or  health,  or  engages  in  a  continued 
pattern  of  conduct  that  results  in  . . .  cruel  punishment,  mistreatment . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-6-701  Contributing  to  the  delinquency  of  a  minor 

(1)  Any  person  who  induces,  aids,  or  encourages  a  child  to  violate  any  federal  or  state  law,  municipal  or  county 
ordinance,  or  court  order  commits  contributing  to  the  delinquency  of  a  minor.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
"child"  means  any  person  under  the  age  of  eighteen  years. 

(2)  Contributing  to  the  delinquency  of  a  minor  is  a  class  4  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3  Definitions 

(1)  "Domestic  violence"  means  an  act  or  threatened  act  of  violence  upon  a  person  with  whom  the  actor  is  or  has  been 
involved  in  an  intimate  relationship.  "Domestic  violence"  also  includes  any  other  crime  against  a  person,  or  against 
property,  including  an  animal,  or  any  municipal  ordinance  violation  against  a  person,  or  against  property,  including  an 
animal,  when  used  as  a  method  of  coercion,  control,  punishment,  intimidation,  or  revenge  directed  against  a  person 
with  whom  the  actor  is  or  has  been  involved  in  an  intimate  relationship. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  Accessory  to  a  crime 

(1)  A  person  is  an  accessory  to  crime  if,  with  intent  to  hinder,  delay,  or  prevent  the  discovery,  detection,  apprehension, 
prosecution,  conviction,  or  punishment  of  another  for  the  commission  of  a  crime,  he  renders  assistance  to  such  person. 


C.R.S.  §  18-8-108  Compounding 

(1 )  A  person  commits  compounding  if  he  accepts  or  agrees  to  accept  any  pecuniary  benefit  as  consideration  for: 

(a)  Refraining  from  seeking  prosecution  of  an  offender; 

(b)  Refraining  from  reporting  to  law  enforcement  authorities  the  commission  or  suspected  commission  of  any  crime 
or  information  relating  to  a  crime.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-111  False  reporting  to  authorities 

(1 )  A  person  commits  false  reporting  to  authorities,  if  . . . 

(b)  He  or  she  makes  a  report  or  knowingly  causes  the  transmission  of  a  report  to  law  enforcement  authorities  of  a 
crime  or  other  incident  within  their  official  concern  when  he  knows  that  it  did  not  occur;  or 

(c)  He  or  she  makes  a  report  or  knowingly  causes  the  transmission  of  a  report  to  law  enforcement  authorities 
pretending  to  furnish  information  relating  to  an  offense  or  other  incident  within  their  official  concern  when  he  or  she 
knows  . . .  that  the  information  is  false;  or  . . . 

(2)  False  reporting  to  authorities  is  a  class  3  misdemeanor. 
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C.R.S.  §  18-8-113  Impersonating  a  public  servant 

(1 )  A  person  commits  impersonating  a  public  servant  if  he  falsely  pretends  to  be  a  public  servant  other  than  a  peace 
officer  and  performs  any  act  in  that  pretended  capacity.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-114  Abuse  of  public  records 

(1)  A  person  commits  a  class  1  misdemeanor  if: 

(a)  The  person  knowingly  makes  a  false  entry  in  or  falsely  alters  any  public  record;  or 

(b)  Knowing  the  person  lacks  the  authority  to  do  so,  the  person  knowingly  destroys,  mutilates,  conceals,  removes,  or 
impairs  the  availability  of  any  public  record;  or 

(c)  Knowing  the  person  lacks  the  authority  to  retain  the  record,  the  person  refuses  to  deliver  up  a  public  record  in  the 
person's  possession  upon  proper  request  of  any  person  lawfully  entitled  to  receive  such  record;  or  . . . 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  "public  record"  includes  all  official  books,  papers,  or  records  created,  received,  or 
used  by  or  in  any  governmental  office  or  agency. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-115  Duty  to  report  a  crime  -  liability  for  disclosure 

It  is  the  duty  of  every  corporation  or  person  who  has  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  that  a  crime  has  been  committed  to 
report  promptly  the  suspected  crime  to  law  enforcement  authorities.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-306  Attempt  to  influence  a  public  servant 

Any  person  who  attempts  to  influence  any  public  servant  by  means  of  deceit  or  by  threat  of  violence  or  economic 
reprisal  against  any  person  or  property,  with  the  intent  thereby  to  alter  or  affect  the  public  servant's  decision,  vote, 
opinion,  or  action  concerning  any  matter  which  is  to  be  considered  or  performed  by  him  or  the  agency  or  body  of  which 
he  is  a  member,  commits  a  class  4  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-308  Failing  to  disclose  a  conflict  of  interest 

( 1 )  A  public  servant  commits  failing  to  disclose  a  conflict  of  interest  if  he  exercises  any  substantial  discretionary  function 
in  connection  with  a  government  contract,  purchase,  payment,  or  other  pecuniary  transaction  without  having  given 
seventy-two  hours'  actual  advance  written  notice  to  the  secretary  of  state  and  to  the  governing  body  of  the  government 
which  employs  the  public  servant  of  the  existence  of  a  known  potential  conflicting  interest  of  the  public  servant  in  the 
transaction  with  reference  to  which  he  is  about  to  act  in  his  official  capacity. 

(2)  A  "potential  conflicting  interest"  exists  when  the  public  servant  is  a  director,  president,  general  manager,  or  similar 
executive  officer  or  owns  or  controls  directly  or  indirectly  a  substantial  interest  in  any  nongovernmental  entity 
participating  in  the  transaction. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-403  Official  oppression 

(1 )  A  public  servant,  while  acting  or  purporting  to  act  in  an  official  capacity  or  taking  advantage  of  such  actual  or 
purported  capacity,  commits  official  oppression  if,  with  actual  knowledge  that  his  conduct  is  illegal,  he: 

(a)  Subjects  another  to  arrest,  detention,  search,  seizure,  mistreatment,  dispossession,  assessment,  or  lien;... 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-404  First  degree  official  misconduct 

(1 )  A  public  servant  commits  first  degree  official  misconduct  if,  with  intent  to  obtain  a  benefit  for  the  public  servant  or 
another  or  maliciously  to  cause  harm  to  another,  he  or  she  knowingly: 

(a)  Commits  an  act  relating  to  his  office  but  constituting  an  unauthorized  exercise  of  his  official  function;  or 

(b)  Refrains  from  performing  a  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  law;  or 

(c)  Violates  any  statute  or  lawfully  adopted  rule  or  regulation  relating  to  his  office.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-406  Issuing  a  false  certificate 

A  person  commits  a  class  6  felony,  if,  being  a  public  servant  authorized  by  law  to  make  and  issue  official  certificates  or 
other  official  written  instruments,  he  makes  and  issues  such  an  instrument  containing  a  statement  which  he  knows  to  be 
false. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  Peijury  in  the  first  degree 

(1 )  A  person  commits  perjury  in  the  first  degree  if  in  any  official  proceeding  he  knowingly  makes  a  materially  false 
statement,  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true,  under  an  oath  required  or  authorized  by  law.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-503  Peijury  in  the  second  degree 

(1 )  A  person  commits  perjury  in  the  second  degree  if,  other  than  in  an  official  proceeding,  with  an  intent  to  mislead  a 
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public  servant  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  he  makes  a  materially  false  statement,  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true, 
under  an  oath  required  or  authorized  by  law.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-610  Tampering  with  physical  evidence 

(1)  A  person  commits  tampering  with  physical  evidence  if,  believing  that  an  official  proceeding  is  pending  or  about  to  be 
instituted  and  acting  without  legal  right  or  authority,  he: 

(a)  Destroys,  mutilates,  conceals,  removes,  or  alters  physical  evidence  with  intent  to  impair  its  verity  or  availability 
in  the  pending  or  prospective  official  proceeding;  or 

(b)  Knowingly  makes,  presents,  or  offers  any  false  or  altered  physical  evidence  with  intent  that  it  be  introduced  in 
the  pending  or  prospective  official  proceeding.  . . . 

(3)  Tampering  with  physical  evidence  is  a  class  6  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-707  Tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim 

( 1)  A  person  commits  tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim  if  he  intentionally  attempts  without  bribery  or  threats  to  induce 
a  witness  or  victim  or  a  person  he  believes  is  to  be  called  to  testify  as  a  witness  or  victim  in  any  official  proceeding  or 
who  may  be  called  to  testify  as  a  witness  to  or  victim  of  any  crime  to: 

(a)  Testify  falsely  or  unlawfully  withhold  any  testimony;  . . . 

(2)  Tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim  is  a  class  4  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  Treason 

(1)  A  person  commits  treason  if  he  levies  war  against  the  state  of  Colorado  or  adheres  to  its  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and 
comfort.  ... 

(2)  Treason  is  a  class  1  felony. 

C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109  Organized  crime 

. . .  " Enterprise "  means  any  individual,  sole  proprietorship,  partnership,  corporation,  trust,  or  other  legal  entity  or  any 
chartered  union,  association,  or  group  of  individuals,  associated  in  fact  although  not  a  legal  entity,  and  shall  include 
illicit  as  well  as  licit  enterprises  and  governmental  as  well  as  other  entities  . . . 

. . .  "Racketeering  activity"  means  to  commit,  to  attempt  to  commit,  to  conspire  to  commit,  or  to  solicit,  coerce,  or 
intimidate  another  person  to  commit:  . . .  Any  conduct  defined  as  "racketeering  activity"  under  18  U.S.C.  1961  (1)  (A), 

(1)  (B),  (1)  (C),  and  (1)  (D);  or  ... 

. . .  " Unlawful  debt"  means  a  debt  incurred  or  contracted  in  an  illegal  gambling  activity  or  business  or  ... 

...  18-17-104.  Prohibited  activities  ...  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person,  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or  through 
the  collection  of  an  unlawful  debt,  to  knowingly  acquire  or  maintain,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  interest  in  or  control  of 
any  enterprise  or  real  property.  ...  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  employed  by,  or  associated  with,  any  enterprise  to 
knowingly  conduct  or  participate,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  such  enterprise  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or 
the  collection  of  an  unlawful  debt.  . . . 

FEDERAL  CRIMES: 

18  U.S.C.  §  514  -  Fictitious  obligations 

(a)  Whoever,  with  the  intent  to  defraud  -  ( 1 )  draws,  prints,  processes,  produces,  publishes,  or  otherwise  makes,  or 
attempts  or  causes  the  same,  within  the  United  States;  (2)  passes,  utters,  presents,  offers,  brokers,  issues,  sells,  or 
attempts  or  causes  the  same,  or  with  like  intent  possesses,  within  the  United  States;  or  (3)  utilizes  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  including  use  of  the  mails  or  wire,  radio,  or  other  electronic  communication,  to  transmit,  transport,  ship, 
move,  transfer,  or  attempts  or  causes  the  same,  to,  from,  or  through  the  United  States,  any  false  or  fictitious  instrument, 
document,  or  other  item  appearing,  representing,  purporting,  or  contriving  through  scheme  or  artifice,  to  be  an  actual 
security  or  other  financial  instrument  issued  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  a  foreign  government,  a  State  or 
other  political  subdivision  of  the  United  States,  or  an  organization,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  class  B  felony. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2  -  Principals 

(a)  Whoever  commits  an  offense  against  the  United  States  or  aids,  abets,  counsels,  commands,  induces  or  procures  its 
commission,  is  punishable  as  a  principal. 

(b)  Whoever  willfully  causes  an  act  to  be  done  which  if  directly  performed  by  him  or  another  would  be  an  offense 
against  the  United  States,  is  punishable  as  a  principal. 

18  U.S.C.  §  3  -  Accessory  after  the  fact 
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Whoever,  knowing  that  an  offense  against  the  United  States  has  been  committed,  receives,  relieves,  comforts  or  assists 
the  offender  in  order  to  hinder  or  prevent  his  apprehension,  trial  or  punishment,  is  an  accessory  after  the  fact.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  4  -  Misprision  of  felony 

Whoever,  having  knowledge  of  the  actual  commission  of  a  felony  cognizable  by  a  court  of  the  United  States,  conceals 
and  does  not  as  soon  as  possible  make  known  the  same  to  some  judge  or  other  person  in  civil  or  military  authority  under 
the  United  States,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  three  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  241  -  Conspiracy  against  rights 

If  two  or  more  persons  conspire  to  injure,  oppress,  threaten,  or  intimidate  any  person  in  any  State,  Territory, 
Commonwealth,  Possession,  or  District  in  the  free  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  any  right  or  privilege  secured  to  him  by  the 
Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  because  of  his  having  so  exercised  the  same;  . . . 

They  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both;  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  242  -  Deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law 

Whoever,  under  color  of  any  law,  statute,  ordinance,  regulation,  or  custom,  willfully  subjects  any  person  in  any  State  ... 
to  the  deprivation  of  any  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities  secured  or  protected  by  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United 
States  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both;  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  286  -  Conspiracy  to  defraud  the  Government  with  respect  to  claims 

Whoever  enters  into  any  agreement,  combination,  or  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  United  States,  or  any  department  or 
agency  thereof,  by  obtaining  or  aiding  to  obtain  the  payment  or  allowance  of  any  false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claim, 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  287  -  False,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claims 

Whoever  makes  or  presents  to  any  person  or  officer  in  the  civil,  military,  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States,  or  to  any 
department  or  agency  thereof,  any  claim  upon  or  against  the  United  States,  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof, 
knowing  such  claim  to  be  false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent,  shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years  and  shall  be  subject 
to  a  fine  in  the  amount  provided  in  this  title. 

18  U.S.C.  §  371  -  Conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States 

If  two  or  more  persons  conspire  either  to  commit  any  offense  against  the  United  States,  or  to  defraud  the  United  States, 
or  any  agency  thereof  in  any  manner  or  for  any  purpose,  and  one  or  more  of  such  persons  do  any  act  to  effect  the  object 
of  the  conspiracy,  each  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  403  -  Protection  of  the  privacy  of  child  victims  and  child  witnesses 

A  knowing  or  intentional  violation  of  the  privacy  protection  accorded  by  section  3509  of  this  title  is  a  criminal  contempt 
punishable  by  not  more  than  one  year’s  imprisonment,  or  a  fine  under  this  title,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  495  -  Contracts,  deeds,  and  powers  of  attorney 

Whoever  falsely  makes,  alters,  forges,  or  counterfeits  any  . . .  order,  certificate,  receipt,  contract,  or  other  writing,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  or  receiving,  or  of  enabling  any  other  person,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  obtain  or  receive  from 
the  United  States  or  any  officers  or  agents  thereof,  any  sum  of  money;  or 

Whoever  utters  or  publishes  as  true  any  such  false,  forged,  altered,  or  counterfeited  writing,  with  intent  to  defraud  the 
United  States,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  altered,  forged,  or  counterfeited;  or 

Whoever  transmits  to,  or  presents  at  any  office  or  officer  of  the  United  States,  any  such  writing  in  support  of,  or  in 
relation  to,  any  account  or  claim,  with  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  altered,  forged, 
or  counterfeited — 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  666  -  Theft  or  bribery  concerning  programs  receiving  Federal  funds 
(a)  Whoever,  if  the  circumstance  described  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  exists — 

(1)  being  an  agent  of  an  organization,  or  of  a  State,  local,  or  Indian  tribal  government,  or  any  agency  thereof — 

(A)  embezzles,  steals,  obtains  by  fraud,  or  otherwise  without  authority  knowingly  converts  to  the  use  of  any  person 
other  than  the  rightful  owner  or  intentionally  misapplies,  property  that — 

(i)  is  valued  at  $5,000  or  more,  and 

(ii)  is  owned  by,  or  is  under  the  care,  custody,  or  control  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency;  or 

(B)  corruptly  solicits  or  demands  for  the  benefit  of  any  person,  or  accepts  or  agrees  to  accept,  anything  of  value  from 
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any  person,  intending  to  be  influenced  or  rewarded  in  connection  with  any  business,  transaction,  or  series  of 
transactions  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency  involving  any  thing  of  value  of  $5,000  or  more;  or 
(2)  corruptly  gives,  offers,  or  agrees  to  give  anything  of  value  to  any  person,  with  intent  to  influence  or  reward  an  agent 
of  an  organization  or  of  a  State,  local  or  Indian  tribal  government,  or  any  agency  thereof,  in  connection  with  any 
business,  transaction,  or  series  of  transactions  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency  . . . 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

(b)  The  circumstance  referred  to  in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  is  that  the  organization,  government,  or  agency  receives, 
in  any  one  year  period,  benefits  in  excess  of  $10,000  under  a  Federal  program  involving  a  grant,  contract,  subsidy,  loan, 
guarantee,  insurance,  or  other  form  of  Federal  assistance.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1001  -  Statements  or  entries  generally 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  whoever,  in  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  executive, 
legislative,  or  judicial  branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  knowingly  and  willfully — 

(1)  falsifies,  conceals,  or  covers  up  by  any  trick,  scheme,  or  device  a  material  fact; 

(2)  makes  any  materially  false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent  statement  or  representation;  or 

(3)  makes  or  uses  any  false  writing  or  document  knowing  the  same  to  contain  any  materially  false,  fictitious,  or 
fraudulent  statement  or  entry; 

shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years  or  . . .  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1002  -  Possession  of  false  papers  to  defraud  United  States 

Whoever,  knowingly  and  with  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereof,  possesses  any  false,  altered, 
forged,  or  counterfeited  writing  or  document  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  another  to  obtain  from  the  United  States,  or 
from  any  agency,  officer  or  agent  thereof,  any  sum  of  money,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
five  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1018  -  Official  certificates  and  writings 

Whoever,  being  a  public  officer  or  other  person  authorized  by  any  law  of  the  United  States  to  make  or  give  a  certificate 
or  other  writing,  knowingly  makes  and  delivers  as  tme  such  a  certificate  or  writing,  containing  any  statement  which  he 
knows  to  be  false,  in  a  case  where  the  punishment  thereof  is  not  elsewhere  expressly  provided  by  law,  shall  be  fined 
under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1341  -  Frauds  and  swindles 

Whoever,  having  devised  or  intending  to  devise  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud,  or  for  obtaining  money  or  property  by 
means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises  ...  for  the  purpose  of  executing  such  scheme  or 
artifice  or  attempting  so  to  do,  places  in  any  post  office  or  authorized  depository  for  mail  matter,  any  matter  or  thing 
whatever  to  be  sent  or  delivered  by  the  Postal  Service  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20 
years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1343  -  Fraud  by  wire,  radio,  or  television 

Whoever,  having  devised  or  intending  to  devise  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud,  or  for  obtaining  money  or  property  by 
means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises,  transmits  or  causes  to  be  transmitted  by  means  of 
wire  . . .  any  writings,  signs,  signals,  pictures,  or  sounds  for  the  purpose  of  executing  such  scheme  or  artifice,  shall  be 
fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1344  -  Bank  fraud 

Whoever  knowingly  executes,  or  attempts  to  execute,  a  scheme  or  artifice — 

(1)  to  defraud  a  financial  institution;  or 

(2)  to  obtain  any  of  the  moneys,  funds,  credits,  assets,  securities,  or  other  property  owned  by,  or  under  the  custody  or 
control  of,  a  financial  institution,  by  means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises; 

shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  30  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1346  -  Definition  of  “scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud”  [“Honest  Sendees  Fraud”] 

For  the  purposes  of  this  chapter,  the  term  “scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud”  includes  a  scheme  or  artifice  to  deprive  another 
of  the  intangible  right  of  honest  services. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1349  -  Attempt  and  conspiracy 

Any  person  who  attempts  or  conspires  to  commit  any  offense  under  this  chapter  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  penalties  as 
those  prescribed  for  the  offense,  the  commission  of  which  was  the  object  of  the  attempt  or  conspiracy. 


18  U.S.C.  §  1505  -  Obstruction  of  proceedings  before  departments,  agencies  and  committees 
Whoever  corruptly  . . .  influences,  obstructs,  or  impedes  or  endeavors  to  influence,  obstruct,  or  impede  the  due  and  proper 
administration  of  the  law  under  which  any  pending  proceeding  is  being  had  before  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
United  States  . . . 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years  ...  or  both  . . . 

18USC§1512  -  Tampering  with  a  witness,  victim,  or  an  informant 
...  (c)  Whoever  corruptly — 

(1)  alters,  destroys,  mutilates,  or  conceals  a  record,  document,  or  other  object,  or  attempts  to  do  so,  with  the  intent  to 
impair  the  object’s  integrity  or  availability  for  use  in  an  official  proceeding;  or 

(2)  otherwise  obstructs,  influences,  or  impedes  any  official  proceeding,  or  attempts  to  do  so, 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18USC§1581-  Peonage;  obstructing  enforcement 

(a)  Whoever  holds  or  returns  any  person  to  a  condition  of  peonage  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1621  -  Perjury  generally 
Whoever — 

(1)  having  taken  an  oath  before  a  competent  tribunal,  officer,  or  person,  in  any  case  in  which  a  law  of  the  United  States 
authorizes  an  oath  to  be  administered,  that  he  will  testify,  declare,  depose,  or  certify  truly,  or  that  any  written  testimony, 
declaration,  deposition,  or  certificate  by  him  subscribed,  is  true,  willfully  and  contrary  to  such  oath  states  or  subscribes 
any  material  matter  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true;  or 

(2)  in  any  declaration,  certificate,  verification,  or  statement  under  penalty  of  perjury  as  permitted  under  section  1746  of 
title  28.  United  States  Code,  willfully  subscribes  as  true  any  material  matter  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true; 

is  guilty  of  perjury  and  shall,  except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided  by  law,  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  five  years,  or  both.  This  section  is  applicable  whether  the  statement  or  subscription  is  made  within  or  without 
the  United  States. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1622  -  Subornation  of  perjury 

Whoever  procures  another  to  commit  any  perjury  is  guilty  of  subornation  of  perjury,  and  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both. 

18  USC  §  1701  -  Obstruction  of  mails  generally 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully  obstructs  or  retards  the  passage  of  the  mail,  or  any  carrier  or  conveyance  carrying  the 
mail,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

18  USC  §  2073  -  False  entries  and  reports  of  moneys  or  securities 

Whoever,  being  an  officer,  clerk,  agent,  or  other  employee  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  agencies,  charged  with  the 
duty  of  keeping  accounts  or  records  of  any  kind,  with  intent  to  deceive,  mislead,  injure,  or  defraud,  makes  in  any  such 
account  or  record  any  false  or  fictitious  entry  or  record  of  any  matter  relating  to  or  connected  with  his  duties;  . . . 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2381  -  Treason 

Whoever,  owing  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  levies  war  against  them  or  adheres  to  their  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and 
comfort  within  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  is  guilty  of  treason  and  shall  suffer  death,  or  shall  be  imprisoned  not  less 
than  five  years  and  fined  under  this  title  but  not  less  than  $10,000;  and  shall  be  incapable  of  holding  any  office  under  the 
United  States. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2382  -  Misprision  of  treason 

Whoever,  owing  allegiance  to  the  United  States  and  having  knowledge  of  the  commission  of  any  treason  against  them, 
conceals  and  does  not,  as  soon  as  may  be,  disclose  and  make  known  the  same  to  the  President  or  to  some  judge  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  the  governor  or  to  some  judge  or  justice  of  a  particular  State,  is  guilty  of  misprision  of  treason  and 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  seven  years,  or  both. 

Whenever  a  judge  [or  any  other  government  official ]  acts  where  he/she  does  not  have  jurisdiction  to  act,  the  judge 
[or  other  government  official ]  is  engaged  in  an  act  or  acts  of  treason.  U.S.  v.  Will,  449  U.S.  200,  216,  101  S.Ct.  471, 
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66  L.Ed.2d  392,  406  (1980);  Cohens  v.  Virginia,  19  U.S.  (6  Wheat)  264,  404,  5  L.Ed  257  (1821)  Any  judge, 
attorney,  agent,  or  other  official,  who  does  not  report  an  act  of  treason  as  required  by  law  are  themselves  guilty  of 
misprision  of  treason,  18  U.S.C.  §  2382. 

18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960  CHAPTER  95— Racketeering 

18  U.S.C.  §§  1961  to  1968  CHAPTER  96 — Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt  Organizations 
. . .  The  term  “ extortion ”  means  the  obtaining  of property  from  another,  with  his  consent,  induced  by  wrongful  use  of 
actual  or  threatened  force,  violence,  or  fear,  or  under  color  of  official  right.  . . . 

...18  USC  §  1955  -  Laundering  of  monetary  instruments  . . .  Whoever,  knowing  that  the  property  involved  in  a 
financial  transaction  represents  the  proceeds  of  some  form  of  unlawful  activity,  conducts  or  attempts  to  conduct  such  a 
financial  transaction  which  in  fact  involves  the  proceeds  of  specified  unlawful  activity  . . .  knowing  that  the  transaction  is 
designed  in  whole  or  in  part  ...  to  conceal  or  disguise  the  nature  ...  of  specified  unlawful  activity;  or  ...  to  avoid  a 
transaction  reporting  requirement  under  State  or  Federal  law,  shall  be  sentenced  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $500,000  or 
twice  the  value  of  the  property  involved  in  the  transaction,  whichever  is  greater,  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
twenty  years,  or  both. 

...18  USC  §  1962  -  Prohibited  activities  ...  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  employed  by  or  associated  with  any 
enterprise  engaged  in,  or  the  activities  of  which  affect,  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  to  conduct  or  participate,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  conduct  of  such  enterprise’s  affairs  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or  collection  of  unlawful 
debt.  ... 

18  USC  §  880  -  Receiving  the  proceeds  of  extortion 

A  person  who  receives,  possesses,  conceals,  or  disposes  of  any  money  or  other  property  which  was  obtained  from  the 
commission  of  any  offense  under  this  chapter  . . .  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  unlawfully  obtained,  shall  be 
imprisoned  not  more  than  3  years,  fined  under  this  title,  or  both. 

MINNESOTA  CRIMES: 

609.05  LIABILITY  FOR  CRIMES  OF  ANOTHER. 

Subdivision  1 .  Aiding,  abetting;  liability. 

A  person  is  criminally  liable  for  a  crime  committed  by  another  if  the  person  intentionally  aids,  advises,  hires,  counsels,  or 
conspires  with  or  otherwise  procures  the  other  to  commit  the  crime  . . . 

609.17  ATTEMPTS. 

Subdivision  1 .  Crime  defined. 

Whoever,  with  intent  to  commit  a  crime,  does  an  act  which  is  a  substantial  step  toward,  and  more  than  preparation  for, 
the  commission  of  the  crime  is  guilty  of  an  attempt  to  commit  that  crime  . . . 

609.175  CONSPIRACY. 

Subdivision  1 .  To  cause  arrest  or  prosecution. 

Whoever  conspires  with  another  to  cause  a  third  person  to  be  arrested  or  prosecuted  on  a  criminal  charge  knowing  the 
charge  to  be  false  . . . 

Subd.  2.  To  commit  crime. 

Whoever  conspires  with  another  to  commit  a  crime  and  in  furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  one  or  more  of  the  parties  does 
some  overt  act  in  furtherance  of  such  conspiracy  . . . 

This  section  applies  if:  ...  (1)  the  defendant  in  this  state  conspires  with  another  outside  of  this  state;  or  (2)  the  defendant 
outside  of  this  state  conspires  with  another  in  this  state;  or  (3)  the  defendant  outside  of  this  state  conspires  with  another 
outside  of  this  state  and  an  overt  act  in  furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  is  committed  within  this  state  by  either  of  them;  (4) 
the  defendant  in  this  state  conspires  with  another  in  this  state. 

609.27  COERCION. 

Subdivision  1 .  Acts  constituting. 

Whoever  orally  or  in  writing  makes  any  of  the  following  threats  and  thereby  causes  another  against  the  other's  will  to  do 
any  act  or  forbear  doing  a  lawful  act  is  guilty  of  coercion  ...  (1)  a  threat  to  unlawfully  inflict  bodily  harm  upon,  or  hold 
in  confinement,  the  person  threatened  or  another  ...  (2)  a  threat  to  unlawfully  inflict  damage  to  the  property  of  the  person 
threatened  or  another;  or  (3)  a  threat  to  unlawfully  injure  a  trade,  business,  profession,  or  calling;  or  (4)  a  threat  to  expose 
a  secret  or  deformity,  publish  a  defamatory  statement,  or  otherwise  to  expose  any  person  to  disgrace  or  ridicule;  or  (5)  a 
threat  to  make  or  cause  to  be  made  a  criminal  charge,  whether  true  or  false  . . . 
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609.43  MISCONDUCT  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICER  OR  EMPLOYEE. 

A  public  officer  or  employee  who  does  any  of  the  following,  for  which  no  other  sentence  is  specifically  provided  by  law, 
may  be  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  one  year  or  to  payment  of  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $3,000,  or  both: 

(1)  intentionally  fails  or  refuses  to  perform  a  known  mandatory,  nondiscretionary,  ministerial  duty  of  the  office  or 
employment  within  the  time  or  in  the  manner  required  by  law;  or 

(2)  in  the  capacity  of  such  officer  or  employee,  does  an  act  knowing  it  is  in  excess  of  lawful  authority  or  knowing  it  is 
forbidden  by  law  to  be  done  in  that  capacity;  or 

(3)  under  pretense  or  color  of  official  authority  intentionally  and  unlawfully  injures  another  in  the  other's  person, 
property,  or  rights;  or 

(4)  in  the  capacity  of  such  officer  or  employee,  makes  a  return,  certificate,  official  report,  or  other  like  document  having 
knowledge  it  is  false  in  any  material  respect. 

609.48  PERJURY. 

Subdivision  1 .  Acts  constituting. 

Whoever  makes  a  false  material  statement  not  believing  it  to  be  true  in  any  of  the  following  cases  is  guilty  of  perjury. . .  (1) 
in  or  for  an  action,  hearing  or  proceeding  of  any  kind  in  which  the  statement  is  required  or  authorized  by  law  to  be  made 
under  oath  or  affirmation;  (2)  in  any  writing  which  is  required  or  authorized  by  law  to  be  under  oath  or  affirmation;  . . . 

609.52  THEFT. 

. . .  Subd.  2.  Acts  constituting  theft. 

(a)  Whoever  does  any  of  the  following  commits  theft ...  (4)  by  swindling,  whether  by  artifice,  trick,  device,  or  any  other 
means,  obtains  property  or  services  from  another  person  . . . 

609.7475  FRAUDULENT  OR  OTHERWISE  IMPROPER  FINANCING  STATEMENTS. 

. . .  Subd.  2.  Crime  described. 

A  person  who:  (1)  knowingly  causes  to  be  presented  for  filing  or  promotes  the  filing  of  a  record  that  . . .  (ii)  contains  a 
forged  signature  or  is  based  upon  a  document  containing  a  forged  signature;  or  (2)  presents  for  filing  or  causes  to  be 
presented  for  filing  a  record  with  the  intent  that  it  be  used  to  harass  or  defraud  any  other  person  . . . 

609.749  STALKING;  PENALTIES. 

. . .  Subd.  2.  Stalking  crimes. 

A  person  who  stalks  another  by  committing  any  of  the  following  acts  is  guilty  of  a  gross  misdemeanor:  (1)  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  through  third  parties,  manifests  a  purpose  or  intent  to  injure  the  person,  property,  or  rights  of  another  by  the 
commission  of  an  unlawful  act ... 

Subd.  3.  Aggravated  violations. 

(a)  A  person  who  commits  any  of  the  following  acts  is  guilty  of  a  felony  and  may  be  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  five  years  or  to  payment  of  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  both:  (1)  commits  any  offense  described  in 
subdivision  2  because  of  the  victim's  . . .  sex  . . . 

Subd.  5.  Pattern  of  stalking  conduct. 

(a)  A  person  who  engages  in  a  pattern  of  stalking  conduct  with  respect  to  a  single  victim  . . .  which  the  actor  knows  or  has 
reason  to  know  would  cause  the  victim  under  the  circumstances  to  feel  terrorized  or  to  fear  bodily  harm  and  which  does 
cause  this  reaction  on  the  part  of  the  victim,  is  guilty  of  a  felony  and  may  be  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  ten  years  or  to  payment  of  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $20,000,  or  both  . . . 

609.765  CRIMINAL  DEFAMATION. 

Subdivision  1 .  Definition. 

Defamatory  matter  is  anything  which  exposes  a  person  ...  to  hatred,  contempt,  ridicule,  degradation  or  disgrace  in 
society,  or  injury  to  business  or  occupation. 

Subd.  2.  Acts  constituting. 

Whoever  with  knowledge  of  its  false  and  defamatory  character  orally,  in  writing  or  by  any  other  means,  communicates 
any  false  and  defamatory  matter  to  a  third  person  without  the  consent  of  the  person  defamed  is  guilty  of  criminal 
defamation  . . . 

609.903  RACKETEERING. 

Subdivision  1.  Crime. 

A  person  is  guilty  of  racketeering  if  the  person:  (1)  is  employed  by  or  associated  with  an  enterprise  and  intentionally 
conducts  or  participates  in  the  affairs  of  the  enterprise  by  participating  in  a  pattern  of  criminal  activity  . . . 
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EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS: 


Regarding  CAROL’S  crimes  during  her  divorce: 

During  her  wrongful  divorce  in  Jefferson  County  Colorado  (Colorado  First  Judicial  District  case  2005DR^^, 
my  ex-wife  committed  hundreds  of  acts  of  child  abuse  against  our  five  living  children 

(in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-6-401,  18-6-701,  18-3-304),  hundreds  of  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me  (in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3),  thefts  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-4-401,  18-4-409,  18-4-410),  frauds  (in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  26-1-127,  18-5-102,  18-8-111,  18-8-502),  and  many  other  crimes. 

Because  “Parental  Alienation’’  harms  a  child’s  health,  it  is  child  abuse  under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401(l)(a).  Because 
child  abuse  is  always  a  crime,  PA  is  a  crime.  Because  CAROL  acted  knowingly  or  recklessly  in  each  act  of  child 
abuse  to  alienate  me  from  our  kids,  each  act  is  a  class  1  misdemeanor  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  1 8-6-40 l(7)(a)(V),  or  a 
class  5  felony  under  C.R.S.  §  18-3-304  and  C.R.S.  §  18-3-303,  or  a  class  4  felony  under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-701  and 
C.R.S.  §  18-6-102;  and  because  each  of  CAROL'S  child  abuses  was  'used  as  a  method  of  coercion,  control, 
punishment,  intimidation,  or  revenge'  against  me  during  and  after  her  divorce,  each  is  an  act  of  domestic  violence 
against  me  pursuant  to  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3. 

To  date,  I  have  documented  over  300  specific  acts  of  child  abuse  by  CAROL  and  over  300  specific  crimes  against 
me;  and  therefore,  in  addition,  CAROL  has  committed  over  600  specific  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me. 

Regarding  crimes  to  “fix”  CAROL'S  divorce  against  me: 

CAROL,  her  sisters,  two  friends,  her  attorney,  the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator,”  and  others,  committed 
multiple  frauds  and  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Temporary  and  Permanent  Orders  in  her  divorce.  During 
and  immediately  after  CAROL'S  divorce,  the  original  “case  fixing  criminals”1  (“CFCs”)  knew  all  about  the  frauds 
upon  their  courts  and  committed  their  own  frauds  upon  the  public  record  and  other  crimes  ( see  separate  Criminal 
Complaints)  to  “fix”  the  divorce  against  me  in  all  regards.  More  recently,  starting  in  the  fall  of  2015  when  I  filed 
my  motion  to  modify  parental  responsibilities  and  continuing  to  this  day,  the  present  CFCs  have  committed  their 
own  frauds  upon  the  public  record  and  other  crimes  (see  herein  and  in  separate  Criminal  Complaints )  to  “fix”  the 
child  support  matters  and  other  matters  against  me  in  all  regards. 

Regarding  crimes  during  the  post-divorce  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  and  “child  support  scam”: 

I,  the  undersigned  victim/complainant/affiant,  state  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  following  is  true  and  correct: 

In  May  2006,  CAROL,  her  attorney— JOHN  CHARLES  HUGGER,  and  the  “INTERVENOR”2  in  05  DR^® 
(“Jeffco-CSS”)  began  a  “crime  spree”  against  my  family,  and  a  “child  support  scam”3  against  the  People  of 
Jefferson  County,  the  People  of  Colorado,  and  the  People  of  the  united  States  of  America,  both  of  which  continue 


1  I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime  spree 
against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any  GOOD  judges  and 
attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this  state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD 
officials  and  professionals,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil  people  from  our  courts  and  our  government 
offices.  The  “original  CFCs”  include:  divorce  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER,  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK 
JACKSON,  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET,  and  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON.  The  “present  CFCs”  include:  magistrate 
JAM1N  M  ALAB1SO,  judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK,  and  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY. 

2  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES  (“Jeffco-DHS”)  and  its  offices— Jefferson  County 
Child  Support  Services  (“Jeffco-CSS”)  and  Jefferson  County  Child  Protective  Services  (“Jeffco-CPS”);  as  represented  by 
the  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  ATTORNEY'S  OFFICE  (“Jeffco- Attorney”). 

3  To  obtain  federal  funding,  states  must  waive  their  Eleventh  Amendment  immunity,  and  their  county  and  state 
employees — including  human  service  workers,  judges,  attorneys,  and  others  who  perform  government  functions  related  to 
child  support  under  Title  IV-D,  child  protection  under  Title  IV-E,  or  other  federally- funded  services — act  as  “agents”  for 
the  federal  government.  And  when  county  and  state  employees  engage  in  criminal  misconduct  while  acting  as  agents  for 
the  federal  government  they  are  usually  guilty  of  both  state  and  federal  crimes. 
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to  this  day  and  including  but  are  not  limited  to:  frauds  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  26-1-127,  18-5-102,  18-5-114, 
18-8-114,  18-8-406,  18-8-502,  fraud  upon  the  court,  &  18U.S.C  §§  1341,  1346,  etc.),  theft  (in  violation  of  C.R.S. 
§  18-4-401),  theft  of  public  funds  (in  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  §  666),  making  and  processing  fictitious  obligations 
(in  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  §  514),  identity  theft  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  criminal  extortion  (in  violation 
of  C.R.S.  §  18-3-207),  racketeering  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109),  treason  (in  violation  of 
C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  many  other  “treasonous”  crimes;  as  follows: 

COUNTS  1-10 


I  am  informed  and  believe  that  the  INTERVENOR's  officials  and  co-conspirators — including  the  INTERVENOR's  lawyers  at 
the  Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office,  the  original  and  present  “case  fixing  criminals,”  and  all  others  involved  in  the  “child 
support  scam” — do  not  have  valid  oaths  of  office  on  file  and  are  not  bonded  as  required  by  Colorado's  constitution  and 
general  laws  (and  have  been  officiating  as  such  for  many  years),  and  are  therefore  guilty  of  'impersonating  public  servants'  in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-8-113. 


COUNTS  11-54 

In  May  2006,  CAROL  and  HUGGER,  and  at  least  two  Jeffco-CSS  officials — Jeffco-CSS  manager/Title  IV-D  Administrator 
DEBBIE  MOSS  and  Caseworker  LISA  MCGUIRE — started  the  post-divorce  “crime  spree”  against  my  family  and  “child 
support  scam”  against  the  People  when  CAROL  fraudulently  applied  to  Jeffco-CSS  for  Title  IV-D  child  support  enforcement 
services  and  public  assistance,  and  Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  opened  Title  IV-D  case  30-289499-44-1 A  for 
CAROL — all  knowing  that  she  is  ineligible — CAROL  and  HUGGER  committing  the  state  crime  of  'attempt  to  influence  a 
public  servant  by  means  of  deceit'  with  the  intent  to  obtain  services  and  public  assistance  to  which  CAROL  is  not  entitled,  in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-8-306,  and  state  and  federal  perjuries  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  and  18  U.S.C.  §  1621  respectively 
and/or  subornation  of  perjury  under  18  U.S.C.  §  1622;  CAROL,  HUGGER,  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  all  committing  state  and 
federal  conspiracies,  including  a  conspiracy  to  facilitate  CAROL'S  fraudulent  application  for  Title  IV-D  services  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
2-201),  conspiracy  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  to  honest  services  (18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  the 
government  with  respect  to  claims  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  U.S.  Dept,  of  Health  &  Human  Services  (18 
U.S.C.  §  371),  and  another  count  of  conspiracy  to  cheat  the  Title  IV-D  system  and  ripoff  the  American  taxpayers  by  obtaining 
funding  for  enforcement  of  the  known  fictitious  child  support  order  (18  U.S.C.  §  371);  and  all  committing  several  frauds, 
including  'fraudulent  acts'  by  obtaining,  or  aiding  CAROL  to  obtain,  benefits  (child  support  enforcement  services)  and  public 
assistance  to  which  she  is  not  entitled  (C.R.S.  §  26-1-127),  making  a  'false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claim'  against  public  funds 
held  in  the  Title  IV-D  system  for  'needy'  families  in  Jefferson  County  (18  U.S.C.  §  287),  and  intending  to  defraud  me  by 
devising  a  scheme  to  force  me  to  pay  my  child  support  obligations  again  (knowing  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid- 
in-full)  and  using  the  mail  service  to  carry  out  their  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341  and/or  18  U.S.C.  §  1346  (“Honest  Services 
fraud”));  HUGGER  and  MOSS  committing  'criminal  solicitation'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-301)  to  induce  CAROL  to  participate  in 
their  treasonous  crimes;  and  all  four  committing  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the 
time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  55-66 

Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  conspired,  processed  (in  the  federally  regulated  and  funded  Title  IV-D  Program)  and 
enforced  (to  this  day  with  the  full  police  power  of  the  state)  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order,  under  color  of 
law,  each  committing  at  least  3  state  crimes — conspiracy  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  and  each 
committing  at  least  3  federal  crimes — a  class  B  federal  felony  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  514  -  fictitious  obligations, 
conspiracy  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  241,  and  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights 
under  color  of  law  in  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  §  242. 


COUNTS  67-76 

As  I  now  know,  to  carry  out  their  roles  in  Jeffco-CSS's  racketeering  scheme  and  money  laundering  operation,  which  I  believe 
is  massive  in  size  and  scope,  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  also  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201 
and  18  U.S.C.  §  241  respectively,  to  commit  several  state  and  federal  crimes  in  the  beginning  of  the  case,  including 
'gathering'  my  social  security  number  and  other  personal  and  financial  information  by  deceit  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-904)  for  use  in 
their  racketeering  scheme  under  the  name  of  my  “strawman” — “JOHN  — the  fictitious  'person'  named  as  the 

'respondent'  in  CAROL'S  divorce  and  named  as  the  'obligor'  in  the  Title  IV-D  case;  using  my  personal  and  financial 
information  with  the  intent  to  obtain  undue  federal  funding  in  the  Title  IV-D  Program  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902);  in  preparation  for 
their  mission  to  continually  extort  from  me  under  color  of  law  as  though  I  was  the  'obligor'  by  making  threats  to  confine  me, 
cause  me  economic  hardship,  and  damage  my  reputation,  with  the  intent  to  induce  me  to  pay  my  child  support  again  so  Carol 
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and  Jeffco-CSS  could  profit  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-207).  [And  to  otherwise  racketeer,  launder  money,  and  engage  in  organized  crime 
in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109,  18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960  CHAPTER  95-Racketeering,  and  18  U.S.C.  §§ 
1961  to  1968  CHAPTER  96-Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt  Organizations — see  last  entry  below.\ 

COUNTS  77-86 

Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  conspired  and  purposely  failed  to  verify  the  facts  in  CAROL'S  fraudulent  application  for 
Title  IV-D  services  as  required  by  C.R.S.  §  26-2-107,  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201 
and  18  U.S.C.  §  241  respectively,  each  committing  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404,  each 
committing  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  and  each 
committing  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  87-96 

Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  found  out  from  my  letters  in  the  summer  of  2006  about  CAROL'S  post-divorce  denials 
of  my  contact  and  parenting  time  with  our  children,  CAROL'S  hold  on  my  tools  and  work  equipment  preventing  me  from 
working,  CAROL'S  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me,  and  other  elements  of  CAROL'S  continued  crime  spree,  but  failed 
to  report  their  knowledge  of  the  crimes  and  instead  conspired  to  support  CAROL'S  post-divorce  crimes  spree  in  any  way  they 
could,  each  committing  3  state  crimes — conspiracy  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6- 
401);  and  each  committing  3  federal  crimes — conspiracy  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  241, 
and  'misprision  of  felony'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  4. 


COUNTS  97-99 


On  June  9  2006,  HUGGER  sent  a  fraudulent  letter  to  my  attorney  in  an  attempt  to  extort  $6,301.50  from  me — the  amount 
obtained  by  fraud  upon  the  court  for  'back-maintenance',  which  HUGGER  knows  1  do  not  owe,  committing  a  'criminal 
attempt'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  criminally  extort  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-207)  more  money  from  me,  and  another  count  of  indirect 
child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  100-113 

On  June  21,  2006,  Jeffco-CSS's  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  conspired,  created  (in  the  federally  regulated  and  funded  Title  IV-D 
Program)  and  enforced  (to  this  day  with  the  full  police  power  of  the  state)  a  known  fictitious  arrears  balance,  under  color  of 
law,  each  committing  at  least  4  state  crimes — conspiracy  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201),  forgery  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-102),  'first  degree 
official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the 
time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  and  each  committing  at  least  3  federal  crimes — a  class  B  federal  felony  according  to  18  U.S.C.  § 
514  -  Fictitious  obligations,  conspiracy  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  241,  and  deprivation  of 
my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  in  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  §  242. 

COUNTS  114-118 


In  the  summer  of  2006,  MCGUIRE  repeatedly  refused  to  credit  the  Title  IV-D  account  for  my  first  two  payments  toward 
child  support  and  added  those  amounts  to  the  arrears  balance,  committing  another  count  of  forgery  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-102),  an 
'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-114),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another 
deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse 
against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  119-140 


In  the  post-divorce,  HUGGER  and  CAROL  conspired  and  continued  to  hold  “my  things,”  including  my  'tools  and  work 
equipment',  my  work  vehicles,  my  office  computer  and  equipment,  my  intellectual  property  for  estimating  and  bidding  jobs, 
and  many  other  things  needed  for  work,  with  the  intent  to  permanently  deprive  me  of  my  things,  each  committing  conspiracy 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201),  theft  (C.R.S.  §  18-4-401),  8  counts  of 'aggravated  motor  vehicle  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-4-409),  and  one  or 
more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  141-155 


In  the  fall  of  2006,  MCGUIRE  repeatedly  refused  to  acknowledge  the  facts  that  CAROL  was  still  holding  my  'tools  and  work 
equipment',  8  vehicles  and  many  other  things  in  contempt  of  the  divorce  orders  and  that  it  was  preventing  me  from  bidding 
jobs  and  working,  but  despite  MCGUIRE's  duties  to  report  CAROL'S  blatant  thefts  (and  her  child  abuses  as  a  'mandatory 
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reporter')  and  to  administratively  find  said  facts  in  the  Title  IV-D  case  and  “review  and  adjust”  the  child  support  accordingly, 
MCGUIRE  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  with  CAROL  and  HUGGER 
(and  likely  others  in  her  office),  to  aid  CAROL  in  the  continuance  of  her  state  and  federal  crimes  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  2),  to  prevent  discovery  and  prosecution  of  CAROL'S  state  and  federal  crimes  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  &  18  U.S.C.  §  3), 
to  otherwise  maliciously  cause  harm  to  me  (another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  and 
deprive  me  of  my  rights  in  the  Title  IV-D  child  support  enforcement  racket  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  one  or  more  counts  of 
indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  156-164 


At  this  time,  MCGUIRE  also  committed  another  act  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another  “honest 
service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  and  mail  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341)  to  cause  the  suspension  of  my  driver's  license  without 
due  process  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  act  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  to  cause  the  ruination  of 
my  credit,  another  act  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  to  cause  the  levies  of  my  bank  accounts  and 
my  children's  trust  account,  and  3  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  165-178 


At  this  time,  MCGUIRE  also  conspired  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201)  with  CAROL  and  HUGGER  (and  likely  others  in  her  office)  and 
caused  the  thefts  (2  counts  each  of  C.R.S.  §  18-4-401,  or  of  criminal  extortion  (C.R.S.  §  18-4-401))  of  $701.65  from  my 
accounts  and  $5,500.51  from  my  children's  trust  account,  and  CAROL  knowingly  received  the  stolen/extorted  money  (C.R.S. 
§  18-4-410  &  18  U.S.C.  §  880),  and  therefore  each  also  committed  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5 
minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [And  since  then  over  20  officials  (to  be  named  in  separate  criminal 
complaints)  have  joined  the  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241),  and  have  committed  acts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  to  deprive  my  children  and 
me  of  our  rights  to  the  return  of  our  property  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242).] 

COUNTS  179-212 


When  I  offered  in  a  letter  my  share  of  the  “MSE  Settlement”  money  in  lieu  of  child  support,  MCGUIRE  refused  to  credit  the 
account  accordingly,  committing  another  act  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  to  deprive  me  of  my 
rights  under  color  of  law  in  the  Title  IV-D  program  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5 
minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  and  when  I  had  a  speaker-phone  conversation  with  MOSS  and  Supervisor 
JUDY  NIGHTINGALE  about  this  and  about  all  the  crimes  committed  against  my  family  to  this  point,  they  committed  state 
and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241);  another  count  of 'first 
degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  and  deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  by  refusing  to 
credit  the  account  accordingly;  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  and  deprivation  of 
rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  by  refusing  to  correct  the  account  in  the  amount  of  the  back-maintenance;  another 
count  of  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  1 8-8-404)  and  deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242) 
by  refusing  to  restore  the  money  stolen  from  me;  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404)  and 
deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  by  refusing  to  restore  the  money  stolen  from  my  children;  and 
another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404);  another  deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18 
U.S.C.  §  242),  'duty  to  report'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  and  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  by  failing  to  report  the  crime 
sprees  to  the  authorities  and/or  protect  my  children  and  me  from  further  harm;  and  another  5  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse 
against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  213-242 


On  February  1  2007, 1  submitted  a  motion  to  modify  child  support  in  case  05DRJH  but  it  was  promptly  denied  along  with  3 
other  motions,  without  any  hearings,  without  any  findings  of  fact  or  other  adjudication,  and  without  authority  or  jurisdiction 
which  were  lost  during  a  previous  crime  spree,  by  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET — one  of  Colorado's“case  fixing  criminals” 
who,  unbeknownst  to  me  at  the  time,  was  instrumental  in  “fixing”  Permanent  Orders  against  me  (see  separate  criminal 
complaints ) — committing  4  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  4  counts  of  deprivation  of  rights 
under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  4  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  § 
18-6-401);  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  with  his 
clerk,  who  held  VOISINET's  orders  until  February  20th  before  mailing  them  to  me  to  prevent  an  appeal,  committing  a  count 
of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  each  also  committing  “honest  service 
fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  and  mail  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341);  and  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my 
rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  with  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOKE  JACKSON,  who  I  reported  the  ongoing 
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child  abuse  and  crime  spree  to,  and  who  therefore  committed  a  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at 
the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401),  state  and  federal  accessory  after  the  fact  crimes  to  prevent  discovery  and  prosecution  of 
VOISINET's  crimes  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  &  18  U.S.C.  §  3),  failure  to  report  the  child  abuses  and  crimes  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115), 
and  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242);  all  to  keep  the  emerging  “child  support  scam”  going. 

COUNTS  243-245 


On  March  29  2007, 1  applied  at  Jeffco-CSS  for  a  “Review  and  Adjustment”  of  the  child  support,  but  NIGHTINGALE  refused 
to  initiate  the  process,  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  deprivation  of 
rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  246-251 


During  this  time  frame,  I  began  reporting  Jeffco-CSS's  creation  of  the  fictitious  original  arrears  balance  in  the  amount  of  the 
back-maintenance,  the  illegal  enforcement  of  back-maintenance  through  the  Title  IV-D  system,  and  other  elements  of  Jeffco- 
CSS's  crime  spree,  to  the  INTERVENOR's  director,  LYNN  JOHNSON,  [&  up  the  chain-of-command  at  the  Colorado 
Department  of  Human  Services  (“CDHS”)  and  to  the  county's  and  state's  highest-authorities],  but  JOHNSON  intentionally 
failed  to  intervene,  and  therefore  became  a  state  and  federal  accessory  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  &  18  U.S.C.  §  3)  in  the  processing 
of  the  fictitious  child  support  order  and  the  creation  of  and  processing  of  the  fictitious  arrears  balance  (two  counts  of  18 
U.S.C.  §  514),  as  well  as  an  accessory  in  CAROL'S  ongoing  child  abuses  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401)  and  crimes  (e.g.  domestic 
violence  against  me  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3)),  [and  in  hundreds  of  other  state  and  federal  crimes  by  the  INTERVENOR's  offices 
in  their  “child  support  scam.”] 


COUNTS  252-260 


In  April  2007,  JACKSON  facilitated  the  theft  of  my  share  of  the  MSE  money  (C.R.S.  §  18-4-401),  JACKSON  and 
VOISINET  conspired  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201)  and  orchestrated  the  extortion  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-207)  of  an  additional  $20,000.00 
from  me,  and  CAROL  knowingly  and  gladly  received  the  stolen  money  (C.R.S.  §  18-4-410);  each  therefore  committing 
another  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [All,  as  I  now  know,  just  a  very 
small  part  of  the  enormous  racketeering  scheme  and  money  laundering  operation  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109,  18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960  CHAPTER  95-Racketeering,  and  18  U.S.C.  §§ 
1961  to  1968  CHAPTER  96-Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt  Organizations — see  last  entry  beIow.\ 

[To  protect  my  five  children  and  myself  from  further  harm  following  my  4th  false  arrest  and  false 
imprisonment  in  Colorado,  I  moved  to  Minnesota  on  May  19  2007.] 

COUNTS  261-270 


Following  my  first  request  for  a  federally  mandated  “review  and  adjustment”  process  on  March  29,  2007,  NIGHTINGALE 
and  MOSS  conspired  and  refused  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance,  as  required  by  state  and 
federal  Title  IV-D  regulations,  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  § 
18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another  count  of 
deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  8  242),  and  another  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the 
time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  271-278 


When  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS4  found  out  where  I  was  working  in  2007,  someone  contacted  the  Nicollet  County  Sheriffs 
Office  in  Minnesota,  defrauded  them,  and  caused  them  to  visit  my  workplace,  with  the  intent  to  have  me  falsely  arrested  or  to 
cause  me  other  injury — however,  I  was  not  there  at  the  time — nonetheless,  committing  their  first  conspiracy  in  Minnesota 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175),  their  first  deceit  resulting  in  official  misconduct  in  Minnesota  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  their  first 
stalking  crime  in  Minnesota  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  and  another  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time 
(C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


4  CAROL  and  the  various  Colorado  officials  involved  in  the  “child  support  scam”  knew  all  along  that  my  child  support 
obligations  are  paid-in-full,  that  the  child  support  order  is  void,  that  the  arrears  balance  is  zero,  etc.,  and  could  have  stepped 
forward  at  any  time  with  the  truth;  but  didn't,  and  are  therefore  implicated  in  every  crime  committed  in  Minnesota. 
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COUNTS  279-309 


When  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS  found  out  where  I  was  living,  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  JESSICA  DELGADILLO  contacted 
the  Le  Sueur  County  Child  Support  Services  office  (“LeSueur-CSS”)  to  register  the  known  void  Colorado  child  support  order 
and  known  false  arrears  balance  in  Minnesota  for  enforcement  in  the  now  interstate  child  support  case  under  the  Uniform 
Interstate  Family  Support  Act  (UIFSA),  transmitted  a  fraudulent  and  perjured  “Registration  Statement,”  and  conspired  with 
LeSueur-CSS  caseworker  TAMMY  MORGAN  to  injure  me  under  color  of  official  authority,  starting  the  “crime  spree”  in 
Minnesota  that  continues  to  this  day;  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  state  and  federal  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  “honest 
service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  wire  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1343),  official  misconduct  by  public  officers  in  Minnesota  (Minn. 
Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  and  an  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [And  their  first 
conspiracies  and  crimes  with  Minnesota's  traitors  in  their  ongoing  racketeering  scheme  and  money  laundering  operation  here 
in  Minnesota  in  violation  of  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.903  et.  seq,  18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960  CFIAPTER  95-Racketeering,  and  18 
U.S.C.  §§  1961  to  1968  CFIAPTER  96-Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt  Organizations — see  last  entry  below.] 

COUNTS  310-324 


Following  my  second  request  for  “review  and  adjustment”  of  the  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  through  LeSueur- 
CSS  in  February  2008,  the  review  was  conducted  in  Jefferson  County  Colorado  by  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  SHERRI 
FANNING,  on  information  and  belief  in  conspiracy  with  NIGHTINGALE  and  MOSS,  later  recommended  a  reduction  in  the 
monthly  child  support  obligation  from  $1717.92  to  the  still  fictitious  amount  of  $521.00,  each  committing  state  and  federal 
conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  count  of 'first  degree  official 
misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  a  count  of  processing  known  'fictitious  obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  and  an  indirect  child 
abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  325-364 


In  April  2008,  CAROL  and  DELGADILLO  conspired  and  transmitted  another  known  false  arrears  balance  for  registration  to 
MORGAN — who  was  then  conspiring  and  working  with  Le  Sueur  County  Attorney  BRENT  CHRISTIAN  and  judge 
RICHARD  C.  PERKINS,  the  first  two  of  Minnesota's  “case  fixing  criminals” — along  with  a  copy  of  the  known  void  child 
support  order  and  87  pages  of  prejudicial  and  irrelevant  documents,  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  registration  process  and 
local  law  enforcement  and  cause  further  official  misconduct  and  color  of  law  violations  (“case  fixing”)  in  Minnesota,  each 
committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241), 
state  and  federal  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  wire  fraud 
(18  U.S.C.  §  1343),  official  misconduct  by  public  officers  in  Minnesota  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  and  indirect  child  abuse 
against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  365-392 


To  obtain  the  object  of  the  conspiracy  during  the  summer  of  2008 — to  register  the  two  fictitious  obligations  in  Minnesota — in 
addition  to  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241)  in  the  Minnesota  registration  proceeding  (case  40-FA-07-1253)  and  one  or  more  further  counts  of  indirect  child 
abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401):  CAROL  obstructed  justice  by  'tampering  with'  one  of  my 
witnesses  prior  to  the  August  18th  hearing  (18  U.S.C.  §  1512(c)(2))  and  committed  state  and  federal  perjuries  in  her  answers 
to  my  discover  requests  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621);  DELGADILLO,  NIGHTINGALE,  and  MOSS 
committed  another  count  of  “honest  services  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  by  remaining  silent  about  the  blatant  fraud  upon  the 
Minnesota  court  via  DELGADILLO'S  Registration  Statement;  MORGAN  and  CHRISTIAN  committed  counts  of  “honest 
services  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  by  remaining  silent  about  not  only  their  knowledge  of  DELGADILLO'S  false  Registration 
Statement  but  also  about  their  knowledge  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  child  support  order  is 
void,  and  committed  several  of  their  own  frauds  upon  the  Minnesota  court  to  process  (register)  the  known  fictitious  child 
support  order  (one  count  each  of  18  U.S.C.  §  514)  and  known  fictitious  arrears  balance  (another  count  each  of  18  U.S.C.  § 
514);  and  PERKINS  also  committed  “honest  services  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  and  2  counts  of  this  class  B  federal  felony 
(18  U.S.C.  §  514)  when  he  fraudulently  approved  the  registration  by  order  in  September  2008,  even  admitting  in  his  order 
that  it  was  “/ b]ased  upon  the  testimony  and  exhibits ,”  which  included  CAROL'S  fraudulent  answers  to  my  discovery 
requests,  “ and  the  filings  from  Colorado ,”  which  included  Jeffco-CSS's  fraudulent  Registration  Statements  and  87  pages  of 
prejudicial  and  irrelevant  documents.  [PERKINS'  order  essentially  adopted  Jeffco-CSS's  “child  support  scam”  and  stalking 
and  oppression  in  Minnesota  and  has  now  led  to  the  implication  of  over  100  other  Minnesota  officials  in  the  “crime  spree” 
against  my  family — to  be  alleged  in  separate  criminal  complaints]. 
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COUNTS  393-416 


When  CAROL  objected  to  FANNING'S  recommendation  to  reduce  the  monthly  child  support  obligation  from  $1717.92  to 
$521.00,  on  July  7  2008  (see  above),  Jeffco-CSS's  attorney  Casie  Shorey  (now  CASIE  STOKES)  filed  the  appropriate 
motion  to  modify  in  VOISINET’s  court;  but  on  September  22,  STOKES  filed  a  fraudulent  Motion  to  Withdraw  Motion  for 
Modification,  stating,  “Further  review  of  the  case  leads  the  Department  to  determine  that  a  recalculation  of  child  support  is 
not  appropriate  at  this  time.  Application  of  the  Colorado  Child  Support  Guidelines  results  in  less  than  a  10%  change  from 
the  amount  currently  ordered’’-,  VOISINET  granted  STOKES'  motion  on  September  29  before  I  could  respond;  VOISINET's 
clerk  held  the  order  until  October  10  before  mailing  it  to  me  to  prevent  an  appeal;  and  when  I  petitioned  JACKSON  for 
review,  he  denied  it  and  ordered  me  to  pay  STOKES  for  her  time  to  respond;  and  therefore  all  three  (STOKES,  VOISINET, 
and  JACKSON)  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241),  acts  of  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346)  and  mail  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341),  deprivations  of  rights 
under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  further  processing  of  the  fictitious  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  (2  counts 
each  of  18  U.S.C.  §  514),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  417-458 


In  January  2009, 1  formally  objected — to  JOHNSON,  and  copied  CAROL,  Jefferson  County  Attorney  ELLEN  WAKEMAN, 
Jefferson  County  commissioners  FAYE  GRIFFEN,  KEVIN  MCCASKY,  and  KATHY  HARTMAN,  CDHS  officials,  and 
the  highest-authorities  in  both  Colorado  and  Minnesota — to  the  continued  enforcement  of  the  known  void  child  support 
order,  on  the  grounds  that  my  children  are  not  “needy”  as  defined  by  state  and  federal  law  and  for  other  reasons,  and 
demanded  that  Jeffco-CSS  cease  and  desist  and  that  the  Title  IV-D  case  be  reconciled  and  closed,  as  required  by  law,  but  no 
one  responded  and  instead,  JOHNSON,  WAKEMAN,  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY,  HARTMAN,  MOSS  [and  likely  others] 
obviously  conspired  to  keep  the  Title  IV-D  case  open  and  the  “child  support  scam”  going  in  both  states  and  instructed  their 
employees  to  continue  with  Jeffco-CSS's  racketeering  in  both  states  and  thefts  from  American  taxpayers,  each  committing 
state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  conspiracy  to 
defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  theft  of  public  funds  (18  U.S.C.  §  666),  counts  of 'first  degree  official 
misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  deprivations  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  one  or  more  counts  of 
indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  459-490 


On  March  3,  2009, 1  wrote  to  STOKES— and  copied  WAKEMAN,  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY,  and  HARTMAN— to  let  her 
know  that  I  was  reporting  her  crimes;  and  I  wrote  a  very  detailed  letter  to  WAKEMAN — and  copied  GRIFFEN,  MCCASKY, 
and  HARTMAN — in  follow  up  to  my  formal  objection  and  requested  that  she  personally  take  whatever  action  necessary  for 
her  wayward  officials  to  close  and  fully  reconcile  the  child  support  matters,  as  required  by  law;  but  no  one  responded,  the 
“child  support  scam”  continued  unabated,  and  it  was  around  this  time  that  WAKEMAN,  JOHNSON,  MOSS,  and  other 
Jefferson  County  leaders,  instructed  their  offices  to  ignore  my  requests  to  reconcile  the  child  support  account,  to  stonewall 
my  CORA  requests  for  information,  to  ignore  my  complaints,  and  to  blacklist  me  to  prevent  me  from  obtaining  any  services 
in  Jefferson  County;  each  therefore  committing  further  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  further  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  further 
deprivations  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242);  counts  of  obstruction  of  justice  (18  U.S.C.  §  1512(c)(2))  against 
my  children  and  me,  as  both  victims  and  as  witnesses;  state  and  federal  accessories  to  STOKE's  crimes  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  & 
18  U.S.C.  §  3),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  491-495 


In  June  2009, 1  again  formally  objected  to  JOHNSON  [and  other  leaders  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota — to  be  named  in 
separate  criminal  complaints\,  this  time  providing  18  “further  reasons  that  Jeffco-CSS  must  cease  and  desist  enforcement  of 
the  orders,”  but  JOHNSON  again  failed  to  do  anything  as  required  by  law  or  to  even  respond  [and  all  involved  therefore 
continued  to  enforce  the  known  fictitious  and  void  Colorado  child  support  order  and  false  arrears  balance  in  violation  of 
state  law  and  federal  law  and  of  my  children's  rights  and  my  rights] ,  committing  further  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against 
my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct' 

(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  one  or  more  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  one 
or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  496-540 


In  July  2009,  MORGAN  and  CHRISTIAN,  in  conspiring  with  and  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and 
for  CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  filed  a  known  false,  sworn  criminal  complaint  against  me  in  Minnesota,  for  felony 
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nonsupport  of  my  children  (case  40-CR-09-786),  based  on  known  false  arrears  balance  figures  provided  at  the  time  by 
DELGADILLO(?);  and  judge  M.  MICHAEL  BAXTER — another  of  Minnesota's  “case  fixing  criminals” — issued  a  known 
false  warrant  for  my  arrest;  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  state  and  federal  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  “honest 
service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  wire  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1343),  official  misconduct  by  public  officers  in  Minnesota  (Minn. 
Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  stalking  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  and  one  or  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor 
children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  541-563 


On  August  13,  2009, 1  applied  for  all  services  in  Jefferson  County's  “Fatherhood  Initiative  Program,”  which  was  administered 
by  Jeffco-CSS,  but  CAROL  threatened  through  my  advocate  in  the  program,  RAY  WASHINGTON,  to  have  me  arrested  if  I 
ever  came  to  Colorado  to  see  the  kids  and  MOSS  ordered  WASHINGTON  to  deny  me  services  and  close  my  file,  each 
committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241); 
CAROL  committing  further  violations  of  the  divorce  orders  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-304),  5  further  counts  of  child  abuse  (C.R.S.  § 
18-3-304),  and  a  further  count  of  domestic  violence  against  me  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3);  and  MOSS  and  WASHINGTON 
committing  a  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  a  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights 
under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  a  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6- 
401),  and  failing  to  report  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115)  and  becoming  an  accessory  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105)  in  CAROL'S  crimes,  child 
abuses,  and  domestic  violence  in  the  instance. 


COUNTS  564-588 


Also  on  August  13,  2009, 1  moved  the  Colorado  courts  for  orders  requiring  CAROL  to  provide  our  children's  contact 
information  to  me  and  to  have  our  kids  contact  me  at  set  times,  but,  despite  everyone's  knowledge  of  CAROL'S  ongoing 
violations  of  the  divorce  orders  and  other  child  abuses  and  domestic  violence,  ongoing  frauds  upon  the  Colorado  and 
Minnesota  courts,  and  other  crimes  at  the  time,  VOIS1NET  and  JACKSON  conspired  and  “fixed”  these  actions  against  me 
too,  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241);  CAROL  committing  further  violations  of  the  divorce  orders  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-304),  5  further  counts  of  child 
abuse  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-304),  and  a  further  count  of  domestic  violence  against  me  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3);  and  VOISINET  and 
JACKSON  each  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another  deprivation  of 
my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor 
children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401),  and  failing  to  report  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  and  failing  to  report  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115) 
and  becoming  an  accessory  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105)  in  CAROL'S  crimes,  child  abuses,  and  domestic  violence  in  the  instance. 

COUNTS  589-613 


In  the  fall  of  2009,  in  an  attempt  to  restart  my  career,  I  renewed  my  efforts  to  obtain  my  ‘tools  and  necessary  work 
equipment’  and  other  personal  property  that  CAROL  continued  to  hold  hostage  after  her  divorce;  and  over  the  next  few 
months,  I  filed  104  court  documents  to  obtain  my  things,  but  VOISINET  denied  all  my  motions  and  JACKSON  affirmed  his 
decisions,  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  & 
18  U.S.C.  §  241);  CAROL  committing  further  violations  of  the  divorce  orders  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-304),  5  further  counts  of  child 
abuse  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-304),  and  one  or  more  further  counts  of  domestic  violence  against  me  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3);  and 
VOISINET  and  JACKSON  each  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another 
deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against 
my  5  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401),  and  failing  to  report  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  and  failing  to  report  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115) 
and  becoming  an  accessory  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105)  in  CAROL'S  crimes,  child  abuses,  and  domestic  violence  in  the  instance. 

COUNTS  614-653 


On  June  16,  2010, 1  was  falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  for  the  5th  time  and  falsely  charged  with  felony  nonsupport  of 
my  children  on  BAXTER'S  false  warrant;  BAXTER,  MORGAN  and  CHRISTIAN  all  conspiring  with  and  acting,  without 
authority  or  jurisdiction,  for  Jeffco-CSS  (MOSS)  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and  for  CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  each 
therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  false  arrest  and/or  false  imprisonment  (Minn. 
Stat.  §  (?)),  another  count  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  another  count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking' 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  5  minor  children  at 
the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [Shortly  after  this,  CHRISTIAN  recognized  his  conflict  of  interest  (being  related  to  CAROL'S 
sister)  and  handed  off  the  “child  support  scam”  to  Nicollet  County  Attorney  MICHELLE  ZENDER  FISCHER.] 


19 


COUNTS  654-665 


On  July  6,  2010,  my  oldest  child  became  an  adult  and  the  following  year  was  emancipated  under  Colorado  law;  but  at  no 
time,  then  or  since,  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support,  as  required  by  law;  and  therefore, 
JOHNSON  and  MOSS  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  count  of  deprivation  of  my 
children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  4  minor  children  from  then  on  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  666-749 


In  the  months  leading  up  to  the  jury  trial  in  February  201 1, 1  attempted  several  times  to  obtain  exculpatory  evidence  and 
witness  testimony  for  my  defense,  from  CAROL,  Carol's  sister  BECKY  BRAUN,  Carol's  sister  SUE  WOLFE,  JOHNSON, 
MOSS,  DELGADILLO,  MUNSINGER,  MORGAN,  ZEHNDER  FISCHER,  CHRISTIAN,  PERKINS,  [and  several  others 
involved  in  the  “child  support  scam  ”],  but,  according  to  the  court  administrator  JOANNE  KOPET — who  was  intimately 
involved  in  the  conspiracies,  stalking,  and  “child  support  scam”  in  Minnesota — no  one  responded,  produced  any  documents, 
or  even  called  the  courthouse  to  inquire  about  my  subpoenas;  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  or  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  count  of 'first 
degree  official  misconduct'  or  'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404  or  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43),  concealing  physical 
evidence  and  witness  testimony  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-610  or  Minn.  Stat.  (?)  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1512(c)(2)),  another  count  of 
deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  4  minor 
children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  750-779 


On  or  around  February  28,  2011,  MOSS  and  DELGADILLO)?)  conspired  with  MORGAN  and  ZENDER  FISCHER  (C.R.S. 
§  18-2-201  or  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  to  enter  the  known  false  arrears  balance  figures  at  the  time  as 
evidence  in  the  jury  trial,  ZENDER  FISCHER  suborned  both  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  (or  609.05)  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
1622),  MORGAN  committed  both  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621)  by  falsely  testifying  about  the  arrears 
balance  and  my  payments  toward  child  support,  and  BAXTER  knowingly  allowed  both  perjuries — i.e.  carried  out  the  frauds 
upon  the  jury,  and  was  therefore  a  principal  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.05  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2)  in  the  conspiracies  and  perjuries. 

[On  March  1 ,  20 1 1 , 1  was  falsely  convicted  in  Minnesota  of  felony  nonsupport  of  my  children — the 
culmination  of  hundreds  of  crimes  by  over  one  hundred  Colorado  and  Minnesota  officials,  all  knowingly 
participating  in  racketeering,  money  laundering,  and  treason.] 

COUNTS  780-791 


On  July  14,  2011,  my  second  child  became  an  adult  and  the  following  year  was  emancipated  under  Colorado  law;  but  at  no 
time,  then  or  since,  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support,  as  required  by  law;  and  therefore, 
JOHNSON  and  MOSS  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  count  of  deprivation  of  my 
children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  from  then  on  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  792-829 


In  August  2011,  ZEHNDER  FISCHER  and  BAXTER  orchestrated  a  blatant  fraud  upon  the  Minnesota  court  to  cause  the 
illegal  forfeiture  of  my  $5,000.00  bail  to  Jeffco-CSS  for  CAROL,  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (Minn.  Stat.  § 
609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  “honest  services  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  extortion  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.903  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
1951  to  1960),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401); 
MORGAN  and  KOPET  caused  the  extorted  $5,000.00  to  be  sent  to  Jeffco-CSS,  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  aiding  in  extortion  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.903  &  18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960),  mail  or 
wire  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341  or  1343),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time 
(C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  MOSS  and  DELGADILLO)?)  happily  participated  in  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201 
&  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  and  the  racketeering  (C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109  &  18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960)  by  receiving  the 
extorted  money  for  CAROL,  and  committed  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time 
(C.R.S.  §  18-6-401);  and  CAROL  happily  participated  in  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
241),  received  the  extorted  money  (18  U.S.C.  §  880),  and  committed  another  count  of  direct  child  abuse  against  our  3  minor 
children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 
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COUNTS  830-877 


On  December  16,  2011, 1  was  falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  for  the  6th  time;  ZEHNDER  FISCHER,  BAXTER, 
MORGAN  and  CHRISTIAN  all  conspiring  with  and  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS  (MOSS)  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and  for 
CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  false 
arrest  and/or  false  imprisonment  (Minn.  Stat.  §  (?)),  another  count  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)), 
another  count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count  of  indirect 
child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  878-917 


In  January  2012,  while  I  was  in  jail,  with  the  intent  to  influence  the  sentence,  CAROL  and  MOSS  conspired  with  MORGAN, 
ZENDER  FISCHER,  and  BAXTER  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  or  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  to  obtain  a  “No  Contact 
Order”  preventing  me  from  contacting  our  five  children,  including  our  adult  children,  and  to  obtain  an  order  requiring  me  to 
pay  further  undue  child  support,  as  conditions  of  my  probation;  CAROL  and  MOSS  provided  perjured  arrears  balance 
statements  and  other  unknown  documents,  committing  state  and  federal  perjuries  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621), 
“honest  services  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  and  mail  or  wire  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341  or  1343);  ZENDER  FISCHER  and 
MORGAN  suborned  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  (or  609.05)  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1622)  and  committed  the  perjuries  and  other  frauds 
upon  the  court  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.48  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621  and/or  1346);  and  BAXTER  knowingly  allowed  and  carried  out  the 
frauds  upon  his  court  and  was  therefore  a  principal  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.05  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2)  in  the  conspiracies  and  frauds, 
issued  a  known  illegal  No  Contact  Order,  making  a  'false  writing'  (18  U.S.C.  §  1001)  and  committing  another  deprivation  of 
my  adult  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  'misconduct  of  a  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  § 
609.43),  issued  a  known  illegal  order  requiring  me  to  pay  further  undue  child  support,  making  another  'false  writing'  (18 
U.S.C.  §  1001)  and  committing  another  'fictitious  obligation'  against  me  (18  U.S.C.  §  514)  and  another  'misconduct  of  a 
public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43),  and  later  deprived  me  of  my  right  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  to  copies  of  the  unknown 
documents  which  were  used  to  obtain  and  justify  his  illegal  No  Contact  Order  and  unjust  sentence;  and  all  involved  therefore 
committing  an  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  918-934 


Following  my  release  from  jail  in  April  2012,  CAROL  and  MOSS  began  conspiring  with  my  Minnesota  probation  agent 
JULIA  KRAEMER  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  with  the  intent  to  cause  as  many  false  arrests  and 
imprisonments  as  possible;  on  July  1,  2012,  CAROL  made  another  false  report  to  the  Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Department 
in  Colorado  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-111),  this  time  falsely  claiming  that  I  had  left  messages  on,  and  had  sent  texts  to,  my  daughter's 
cellphone,  in  violation  of  the  known  illegal  No  Contact  Order,  and  faxed  the  false  report  to  KRAEMER  (committing  wire 
fraud,  18  U.S.C.  §  1343);  KRAEMER  filed  it  and  requested  another  known  false  warrant  for  my  arrest,  committing 
'misconduct  of  a  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43);  BAXTER  joined  the  conspiracy  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
241)  and  issued  another  false  warrant  for  my  arrest  (18  U.S.C.  §  1001),  committing  another  'misconduct  of  a  public  officer' 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43);  and  all  involved  therefore  committing  an  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the 
time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  935-990 


On  July  2,  2012, 1  was  tasered,  falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  for  the  7th  time;  ZEHNDER  FISCHER,  BAXTER, 
MORGAN,  CHRISTIAN,  and  KRAEMER  all  conspiring  with  and  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS  (MOSS)  in  their  “child  support 
scam”  and  for  CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's 
and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286), 
another  false  arrest  and/or  false  imprisonment  (Minn.  Stat.  §  (?)),  another  count  of  'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat. 

§  609.43(3)),  another  count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count 
of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  991-1054 


On  July  23,  2012, 1  was  falsely  arrested  and  falsely  imprisoned  for  the  8th  time;  ZEHNDER  FISCHER,  BAXTER, 
MORGAN,  CHRISTIAN,  KRAEMER,  and  judge  ALLISON  KREHBIEL  — another  of  Minnesota's  “case  fixing 
criminals” — all  conspiring  with  and  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS  (MOSS)  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and  for  CAROL  as  the 
alleged  “victim,”  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  § 
609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  false  arrest  and/or 
false  imprisonment  (Minn.  Stat.  §  (?)),  another  count  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  another 
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count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse 
against  my  3  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [And  KREHBIEL  and  ZEHNDER  FISCHER  orchestrating  the 
“case  fixing”  in  Nicollet  County  (case  52-CR-12-278) — see  separate  criminal  complaints .] 

COUNTS  1055-1066 


On  January  16,  2013,  my  third  child  became  an  adult  and  the  following  year  was  emancipated  under  Colorado  law;  but  at  no 
time,  then  or  since,  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support,  as  required  by  law;  and  therefore, 
JOHNSON  and  MOSS  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  count  of  deprivation  of  my 
children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  from  then  on  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1067-1078 


On  April  2,  2014,  in  my  direct  appeal  of  the  jury  verdict  (A12-0794),  Minnesota  Supreme  Court  justice  DAVID  STRAS — 
knowing  full  well  from  numerous  other  appeals  at  the  time  (see  A1 1-700),  my  500-page  “PETITION  BOOK,”  and  9  detailed 
criminal  complaints,  all  sent  to  his  boss,  chief  justice  LORIE  S.  GILDEA  [who  wrongly  dismissed  A1 1-700,  committing 
numerous  state  and  federal  crimes — see  separate  criminal  complaints ],  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid- in-full,  that 
the  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  are  fictitious,  that  the  registration  case  and  criminal  case  in  Le  Sueur  County  were 
“fixed”  against  me,  that  I  was  railroaded  into  the  false  conviction,  and  that  my  direct  appeal  would  have  straightened  out  this 
very  grave  injustice — in  conspiracy  with  GILDEA  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  and  many  other  “case  fixing 
criminals”  in  Minnesota's  appellate  courts,  wrongly  ordered  me  to  turn  myself  in  on  BAXTER'S  known  false  warrant  (for 
violating  the  No  Contact  Order)  with  the  threat  that,  if  I  didn't,  my  appeal  would  be  dismissed,  both  committing  a  count  of 
'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  making  a  'false  document' 
(18  U.S.C.  §  1001),  a  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401),  [and  other 
state  and  federal  crimes;  and  participating  in  the  very’  obvious  stalking,  “case  fixing,  ”  racketeering,  money  laundering  and 
treason  taking  place  in  Minnesota's  First  Judicial  District  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609. 749,  Minn.  Stat.  §  609.903  et.  seq,  18  U.S.C.  §§ 
1951  to  1960  CHAPTER  95-Racketeering,  and  18  U.S.C.  §§  1961  to  1968  CHAPTER  96-Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt 
Organizations — see  last  entry  below.]  1  turned  myself  in  according  to  Minnesota's  rules  of  appellate  procedure,  criminal 
procedure,  and  civil  procedure,  but  my  appeal  was  dismissed  anyway. 

COUNTS  1079-1158 


My  9th  false  imprisonment  was  brought  about  by  ZEHNDER  FISCHER,  BAXTER,  MORGAN,  CHRISTIAN,  KRAEMER, 
KREHBIEL,  GILDEA,  STRAS,  [several  “appeal  fixing  criminals”  at  the  Court  of  Appeals,  and  others  to  be  named  in 
separate  criminal  complaints]  all  conspiring  with  and  acting  for  Jeffco-CSS  (MOSS)  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and  for 
CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  false 
arrest  and/or  false  imprisonment  (Minn.  Stat.  §  (?)),  another  count  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)), 
another  count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count  of  indirect 
child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1159-1170 


To  maximize  my  9th  false  imprisonment,  as  instructed  by  Jeffco-CSS's  new  manager/Title  IV-D  administrator  ALVIN 
TAFOYA,  caseworkers  continued  to  transmit  falsified  arrears  balances  to  LeSueur-CSS  and  ignored  my  discovery  requests, 
and  although  MORGAN  was  no  longer  on  my  case,  Le  Sueur  County  Human  Services  director  SUSAN  RYNDA  was  more 
than  happy  to  continue  the  crime  spree  against  my  family;  TAFOYA  and  RYNDA  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241 ),  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(18  U.S.C.  §  242),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  further  counts  of  wire  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1343),  and  further 
counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1171-1173 


In  preparation  for  the  probation  revocation  hearing  while  in  jail,  I  wrote  to  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  GRIFFEN  KOROSEC  to 
obtain  documents  for  my  defense,  sent  her  the  pertinent  facts  alleging  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full,  and 
again  requested  reconciliation  and  closure  of  the  Title  IV-D  case,  but  she  ignored  them,  committing  deprivation  of  my 
children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  and  a  count  of  indirect  child  abuse 
against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 
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COUNTS  1174-1178 


On  July  31,  2014, 1  initiated  Jeffco-CSS's  fifth  administrative  “review  and  adjustment”  of  the  child  support  order  and  arrears 
balance,  but  it  was  ignored  along  with  my  discovery  request  to  KOROSEC,  on  information  and  belief  on  TAFOYA's  orders, 
to  further  influence  the  judicial  proceedings  in  Minnesota,  and  therefore  TAFOYA  and  whoever  else  was  involved  committed 
state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  further  counts  of 
'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  further  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242), 
and  further  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1179-1258 


On  August  4,  2014,  my  10th  and  final  false  arrest  and  false  imprisonment  took  place;  which  was  brought  about  by  ZEHNDER 
FISCHER,  BAXTER,  MORGAN,  CHRISTIAN,  KRAEMER,  KREHBIEL,  GILDEA,  STRAS,  [several  other  “appeal  fixing 
criminals”  at  the  Court  of  Appeals,  and  others  to  be  named  in  separate  criminal  complaints]  all  conspiring  with  and  acting  for 
Jeffco-CSS  (TAFOYA)  in  their  “child  support  scam”  and  for  CAROL  as  the  alleged  “victim,”  each  therefore  committing  state 
and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy 
to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  false  arrest  and/or  false  imprisonment  (Minn.  Stat.  §  (?)),  another 
count  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3)),  another  count  in  the  'pattern  of  stalking'  (Minn.  Stat.  § 
609.749),  treason  (18  U.S.C.  §  2381),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time 
(C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  1259-1263 


On  August  14,  2014,  the  sentence  in  the  Le  Sueur  County  case  was  vacated  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”  named  MARK  C. 
VANDELIST,  who  kept  me  in  jail  for  the  whole  4  months  (the  remainder  of  the  jail  sentence)  knowing  full  well  that  the 
sentencing  order  was  wholly  void  and  who,  as  I  now  know,  had  joined  the  very  grand  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against 
my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  committing  another*  act  of 'misconduct  of  public 
officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3),  another*  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  another*  count 
of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401) — *  VANDELIST's  many  crimes  are 
alleged  in  separate  criminal  complaints. 


COUNTS  1264-1268 


On  October  20, 1  was  forced  to  take  a  plea  deal  in  the  Nicollet  County  case,  due  to  the  crimes  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal” 
named  TODD  WESTPHAL,  who  refused  to  dismiss  the  case  knowing  full  well  that  ZEHNDER  FISCHER  and  KREHBIEL 
started  it  to  fool  the  local  people  because  I  was  exposing  the  whole  racketeering  scheme,  and  who,  as  I  now  know,  had  joined 
the  very  grand  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.175  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241), 
committing  another*  act  of 'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  §  609.43(3),  another*  deprivation  of  my  children's  and 
my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  another*  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
6-401 ) — *WESTPHAL's  many  crimes  are  alleged  in  separate  criminal  complaints. 

COUNTS  1269-1301 


During  Jeffco-CSS's  fifth  review  of  the  Title  IV-D  case  in  Colorado  in  the  fall  of  2014, 1  wrote  2  detailed  letters  to  Jeffco- 
CSS's  paralegal  SUE  PALMER,  who,  in  conspiracy  with  STOKES  and  TAFOYA,  refused  to  do  a  proper  review,  and  on  the 
28th  of  October,  PALMER  unlawfully  and  illegally  imputed  a  false  monthly  income  of  $7,000.00  for  me  into  the  child  support 
worksheet  and  filed  with  the  Colorado  court  a  motion  to  modify  the  child  support  order  from  $1,717.92  to  $1,361.00  per 
month  (to  support  my  two  youngest  children  who  were  still  minors  at  the  time),  each  committing  state  and  federal 
conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  count  of 'conspiracy  to  defraud 
the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  2  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  2  deprivations  of  my 
children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  2  counts  of 'fictitious  obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  and  2  counts  of  indirect  child 
abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  at  the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1302-1307 


On  October  23,  KOROSEC  (who  never  responded  to  my  discovery  request  in  July),  who  was  also  obviously  conspiring  with 
STOKES  and  TAFOYA  at  the  time,  finally  called  me  to  tell  me  that  she  would  allow  me  to  have  a  90-day  probationary 
driver's  license,  but  ignored  my  request  for  reconciliation  of  the  arrears  balance  and  refused  to  look  into  reimbursement  of  the 
$5,500.51  stolen  from  my  children's  trust  account,  and  therefore  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my 
children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  count  of 'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C. 


23 


§  286),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my 
rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  minor  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1308-1387 


During  Jeffco-CSS's  fifth  review  of  the  Title  IV-D  case  in  Colorado  in  the  fall  of  2014, 1  called  for  TAFOYA  and  left  eleven 
detailed  messages  on  his  voicemail  requesting:  1)  that  he  take  full  control  of  the  “review  and  adjustment”  process;  2)  that  he 
open  a  case  for  me  in  the  “Responsible  Fatherhood  Program”  and  help  me  reestablish  contact  and  visitation  with  my  children; 
3)  that  he  take  whatever  action  necessary  to  lift  the  suspension  of  my  driver's  license;  4)  that  he  obtain  my  letters  to  PALMER 
and  KOROSEC,  and  fulfill  my  requests;  5)  that  he  contact  me  if  he  had  any  trouble  locating  the  evidence  proving  that  my 
child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full;  6)  that  he  verify  the  facts  and  evidence,  and  administratively  find  and  declare  that 
my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  arrears  balance  is  zero;  7)  that  he  close  the  Title  IV-D  case;  and  8)  that 
he  report  his  office's  knowledge  of  CAROL'S  crimes  and  child  abuses  to  the  Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Department  and 
Jefferson  County  Child  Protective  Services;  but  in  spite  of  the  facts,  evidence,  controlling  law,  and  his  duties  to  each  of  my  5 
children  and  me,  TAFOYA  left  me  a  voicemail  essentially  denying  me  all  services  by  Jeffco-CSS  and  turning  my  case  over  to 
STOKES,  who  did  not  respond;  and  therefore  TAFOYA  and  STOKES  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against 
my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  8  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  § 
18-8-404),  8  counts  of  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  2  counts  of  processing  'fictitious 
obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  6  counts  of  breach  of 'duty  to  report  crime  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  6  counts  of 'misprision  of 
felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  and  8  more  counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  2  youngest  children  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1388-1399 


On  November  17,  2014,  my  fourth  child  became  an  adult  and  the  following  year  was  emancipated  under  Colorado  law;  but  at 
no  time,  then  or  since,  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support,  as  required  by  law;  and 
therefore,  JOHNSON  and  TAFOYA  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  § 
18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  count  of  deprivation 
of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct' 

(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  and  another  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  1  minor  child  from  then  on  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1400-1420 


In  December  2014, 1  sued  CAROL,  Jeffco-CSS,  and  Jefferson  County,  in  Minnesota  (see  case  40-CV-14-1149);  but 
VANDELIST  came  to  their  rescue  and  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  lawsuit,  then  another  “case  fixing  criminal”  at 
the  Minnesota  Court  of  Appeals,  EDWARD  CLEARY,  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  appeal,  and  finally  another 
“case  fixing  criminal”  in  Minnesota's  federal  courts,  DONOVAN  FRANK,  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  federal 
action  against  the  state's  “case  fixing  criminals”;  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my 
rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States'  (18  U.S.C.  §  371), 
making  'false  writings'  (18  U.S.C.  §  1001),  [Biven's]  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18 
U.S.C.  §  242),  'misconduct  of  public  officer'  (Minn.  Stat.  6  609.43(3),  and  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  1  minor  child  at 
the  time  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 


COUNTS  1421-1447 


In  the  fall  of  2015,  as  part  of  my  action  to  modify  parental  responsibilities  in  Colorado,  I  filed  a  motion  to  reinstate  my 
driver's  license  and  attached  evidence  of  Jeffco-CSS's  unlawful  and  illegal  suspension  of  my  driver's  license;  but,  although 
Jeffco-CSS  did  not  respond,  the  case  fixing  criminal  named  JAMIN  M.  ALAB1SO  unlawfully  and  illegally  denied  my 
motion  without  a  hearing,  and  was  then  joined  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  named  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK 
and  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  to  aid  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS  in  the  continuation  of  their  “crime  sprees”  against  my 
family  and  their  “child  support  scam”  against  the  People  of  Colorado  and  the  united  States  of  America;  each  therefore 
committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  counts 
of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  counts  of  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  § 
242),  2  counts  of  further  processing  'fictitious  obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  counts  of  breach  of 'duty  to  report  crime  (C.R.S. 
§  18-8-115),  counts  of 'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  and  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  last-remaining  minor  child 
(C.R.S.  §  18-6-401).  [Most  of  the  crimes  at  the  time  by  ALABISO,  ZENISEK  and  MCNULTY  were  not  related  to  the  “child 
support  scam  ”  and  are  alleged  in  separate  criminal  complaints.] 

COUNTS  1448-1459 


On  April  19,  2016,  my  youngest  child  became  an  adult  and  the  following  year  was  emancipated  under  Colorado  law;  but  at 
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no  time,  then  or  since,  did  Jeffco-CSS  take  the  initiative  to  review  and  adjust  the  child  support,  as  required  by  law;  and 
therefore,  JOHNSON  and  TAFOYA  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  § 
18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  another  count  of  deprivation 
of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct' 

(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  and  a  final  count  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  last-remaining  minor  child  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  1460-1549 


In  the  summer  of  2016, 1  sued  Colorado's  original  and  present  “case  fixing  criminals” — including  NORTON,  MUNSINGER, 
VOISINET,  JACKSON,  ALABISO,  ZENISEK,  and  MCNULTY — in  Colorado's  federal  courts,  giving  the  criminals,  the  state 
and  the  county  yet  another  opportunity  to  stop  the  crime  spree  and  “child  support  scam,”  vacate  Permanent  Orders,  and  settle 
my  claims;  but  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  masquerading  as  federal  judges  at  the  time —  including  magistrate  GORDON  P. 
GALLAGHER  and  judge  LEWIS  T.  BABCOCK — came  to  their  rescue  and  unlawfully  and  illegally  dismissed  my  federal 
lawsuits  to  keep  the  “child  support  scam”  going;  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my 
rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States'  (18  U.S.C.  §  371), 
making  'false  writings'  (18  U.S.C.  §  1001),  deprivations  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242), 
'accessory  after  the  fact'  (18  U.S.C.  §  3),  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404),  and  state  and  federal  acts  of  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  1550-1699 


In  the  fall  of  2016, 1  put  the  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON  and  the  STATE  OF  COLORADO  on  notice  of  my  intent  to  sue, 
providing  the  leaders  of  both  entities  the  names  of  all  their  officials  and  employees  who  were  involved  in  the  “child  support 
scam”  and  “crime  sprees”  against  my  family  over  the  years;  I  wrote  to  TAFOYA  to  give  him  a  final  opportunity  to:  1) 
administratively  find  and  declare  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  the  arrears  balance  is  zero;  2) 
administratively  find  and  declare  that  the  child  support  order  is  void  and  unenforceable;  3)  to  reinstate  my  driver's  license;  4) 
to  reconcile  the  Title  IV-D  case;  5)  to  close  the  Title  IV-D  case;  and  6)  to  open  a  case  for  my  family  in  the  “Responsible 
Fatherhood  Program”;  and  I  wrote  again  to  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners — LIBBY  SZABO,  CASEY  TIGHE,  and 
DONALD  ROSIER — and  to  Colorado  Attorney  CYNTHIA  H.  COFFMAN  and  other  state  leaders  to  oversee  the 
reconciliation  of  the  Title  IV-D  case  and  termination  of  the  continued  “child  support  scam”  and  “crime  sprees”  against  my 
family;  but  no  one  responded  or  took  any  action  whatsoever,  therefore  each  of  the  five  named  suspects  committing  state  and 
federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'conspiracy  to  commit'  theft 
of  public  funds  from  the  American  People  (18  U.S.C.  §  371),  at  least  6  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  § 
18-8-404),  at  least  6  counts  of  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  2  more  counts  of  processing 
'fictitious  obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  6  counts  of  breach  of 'duty  to  report  crime'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  6  counts  of 
'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  state  and  federal  'accessory  after  the  fact'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  &  18  U.S.C.  §  3); 

COUNTS  1700-1712 


In  May  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS  legal  technician  KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON,  apparently  in 
conspiracy  with  TAFOYA,  Jefferson  County  Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS — who  has  been  involved  in  the  “crime 
spree”  against  my  family  and  the  “child  support  scam”  since  the  Title  IV-D  case  was  opened  in  May  2006  and  has  known  all 
along  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full,  that  the  child  support  order  is  void,  and  that  she,  STOKES, 
WAKEMAN,  JOHNSON,  MOSS,  TAFOYA,  and  the  other  “child  support  scammers,”  the  past  and  present  county 
commissioners,  and  other  county  employees,  the  original  and  present  “case  fixing  criminals,”  and  everyone  else  involved  in 
the  child  support  matters  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota  over  the  past  1 1  years,  including  the  highest-authorities  in  both  states, 
know  full  well  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in- full  and  that  they  are  enforcing  a  fictitious  and  void  child  support 
order  and  arrears  balance — [and  likely  many  others] ,  committed  state  and  federal  perjuries  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  &  18  U.S.C.  § 
1621)  on  their  “Obligee's  Verification  For  Verified  Entry  Of  Judgment”;  WILLIAMSON,  TAFOYA,  and/or  DAVIS  suborned 
CAROL'S  perjury  (18  U.S.C.  8  1622);  and  each  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241); 


COUNTS  1713-1847 


On  June  13,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  in  conspiracy  with  the  present  CFCs,  WAKEMAN,  STOKES,  JOHNSON,  MOSS, 
TAFOYA,  and  others,  and  all  knowing  of  their  lack  of  jurisdiction  and  authority,  DAVIS  started  the  present  crime  spree  by 
secretly  filing  a  motion  on  behalf  of  the  INTERVENOR  for  a  judgment  against  my  “strawman”  in  the  amount  of  Jeffco-CSS's 
known  fictitious  arrears  balance,  with  the  intent  to  obtain  a  final  fictitious  judgment  under  color  of  law  against  my  strawman 
and  to  enforce  the  fictitious  judgment  under  color  of  law  against  me,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  Mark 
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until  paid,  and  purposely,  unlawfully  and  illegally,  failing  to  serve  a  copy  on  my  strawman  or  me;  DAVIS  and  each 
co-conspirator  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  & 
18  U.S.C.  §  241),  two  counts  each  of  a  class  B  federal  felony  (18  U.S.C.  §  514)  by  further  processing  the  known  fictitious  and 
void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance — two  financial  instruments  issued  under  the  authority  of  Title  IV-D  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  various  other  state  and  federal  laws,  'deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18 
U.S.C.  §  242),  'first  degree  criminal  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
5-114),  'identity  theft’  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  mail  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341), 
'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government  with  respect  to  claims'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  'conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud 
United  States'  (18  U.S.C.  §  371),  making  or  presenting  'false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claims'  to  the  government  (18  U.S.C.  § 
287),  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  1848-1919 


On  July  17,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  in  conspiracy  with  the  other  CFCs  and  DAVIS  and  all  knowing  of  their  lack  of 
jurisdiction  and  authority,  CFC  ALAB1SO,  without  giving  me  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matter,  forged  and  secretly 
entered  a  known  false  judgment  against  my  “strawman”  in  the  amount  of  the  INTERVENOR's  known  false  arrears  balance; 
each  therefore  committing,  in  addition  to  the  forgery  (see  Counts  121-153),  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my 
children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  class  6  felony  issuance  of  a  'false  certificate'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-406),  a  class  B  federal  felony  creation  of  a  'fictitious  obligation'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  deprivation  of  my  right  to  be  heard  on 
the  matter  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  and  became  principals  or  accessories  and/or  aided  in  the  INTERVENOR's  racketeering  and  other 
treasonous  crimes  against  my  family,  including  but  not  limited  to:  'identity  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  use  of  my  name  for 
over  a  decade  in  their  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation  (C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109),  'criminal  attempt' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  enslave  me  with  another  fictitious  obligation  and  criminally  extort  more  money  from  me  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
3-207),  state  and  federal  perjuries  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  purposeful  failure  to  serve  process  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404  &  18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  1920-11,423 

On  April  19,  2017,  my  youngest  child  turned  19  years  of  age,  and  Jeffco-CSS's  present  “child  support  scammers” 
(TAFOYA  &  MOSS,  in  conspiracy  with  JOHNSON,  WAKEMAN,  STOKES,  DAVIS,  [and  others  involved  along  the 
way],  made  Jeffco-CSS's  last  monthly  addition  to  the  arrears  balance  in  the  amount  of  $1,717.92,  which  is  the  same 
monthly  amount  that  was  originally,  and  unlawfully  and  illegally,  ordered  in  2006  to  support  all  five  of  my  minor 
children,  and  which — just  like  nonpayment  of  a  legitimate  monthly  child  support  obligation  would  be  considered  a 
monthly  judgment  against  the  debtor  in  that  amount — evidences  the  commission  by  each  involved  of  at  least  132 
monthly  (June  2006  to  April  2017)  “honest  service  frauds”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346);  at  least  132  counts  each  of  state  and 
federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241;  between  the  various 
officials  who  had  knowledge  of  the  monthly  crimes)',  at  least  132  counts  each  of 'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law' 
(18  U.S.C.  §  242;  by  the  various  officials  who  failed  to  correct  the  account  and  knowingly  made  the  false  entries)',  at 
least  132  counts  each  of  creating  the  'fictitious  [monthly]  obligations'  against  me  (18  U.S.C.  §  514);  at  least  132  counts 
each  of 'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government  with  respect  to  claims'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286);  at  least  132  counts  each  of 
'conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States'  (18  U.S.C.  §  371);  at  least  132  counts  each  of  making  or 
presenting  'false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claims'  to  the  government  (18  U.S.C.  §  287);  at  least  132  counts  each  of 'theft  or 
bribery  concerning  programs  receiving  federal  funds'  (18  U.S.C.  §  666);  at  least  132  counts  each  of 'offering  a  false 
instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114);  at  least  132  counts  each  of 'identity  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902;  while 
Jeffco-CSS  used  my  strawman' s  name  in  their  racketeering  scheme  and  money  laundering  operation)',  at  least  132  counts 
each  of 'first  degree  criminal  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  1 8-8-404); 

***See  continued  crimes  spree  alleged  in  Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT. 

MOST-RECENT  CRIMES  BY  JEFFCO-DHS 


In  February  2018, 1  discovered  that  the  INTERVENOR  was  taking  steps  to  foreclose  on  my  family's  real  estate  property  in 
Jefferson  County — our  last-remaining  asset  that  the  INTERVENOR  has  not  yet  stolen — therefore,  obviously,  Jeffco-DHS 
director  JOHNSON,  the  present  CFCs,  and  numerous  county  and  state  officials,  are  already  guilty  of  state  and  federal 
conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'first  degree  criminal  misconduct' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'criminal  attempt'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  steal  (C.R.S.  §  18-3-207)  even  more  from  my  children  and  me, 
and  many  more  crimes,  too  numerous  to  list  at  this  time. 
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EVIDENCE  PROVING  PROBABLE  CAUSE  OF  A  FEW  KEY  CRIME  SPREES: 


CREATING  A  'FICTITIOUS  OBLIGATION': 

On  June  21,  2006,  22-days  after  the  void  child  support  order  was  issued  and  before  the  first  monthly 
child  support  payment  was  due,  Jeffco-CSS  caseworker  LISA  MCGUIRE — likely  on  the  orders  of  her 
boss.  Title  IV-D  Administrator/Jeffco-CSS  Manager  DEBBIE  MOSS,  and  in  conspiracy  with  my  wife’s 
attorney  JOHN  C.  HUGGER — unlawfully  and  illegally  altered  the  Title  IV-D  case  in  the  amount  of  the 
“back-maintenance”  to  create  an  arrears  balance  so  they  could  speed  up  their  harassment  tactics  against 
noncustodial  parents:  levy  my  bank  accounts;  ruin  my  credit,  suspend  my  driver's  license,  etc. 

The  first  FAMILY  SUPPORT  REGISTRY  statement. 


account  number  (feted  below)  on  your  check  or  money  order  to  ensure  proper  credit.  Enclose  the  top  portion  of  this 
S  Wi“r  payment  and  m J  in  the  return  envelope  provided  DO  NOT  SEND  CASH.  For  address  changes, 
please  correct  the  address  printed  on  the  top  portion  of  this  notice 

FOR  INQUIRIES:  Metro  Denver  or  Outside  Colorado  (303)  299-9123.  Outside  the  Metro  area  1-800-374-8558 

Please  have  your  FSR  account  number  (listed  below)  reedy. 


|  CUftR.  SUPPORT  DUE  | 

|  ARREARS  PMT.  DUE] 

TCTtAl.  DUE  THIS  MOUTH  1 

H  $ 171? ■ R2 ' 

$100 • 00 

1  *iai7. tel 

ARREARS  BALANCE 

AS  OF 

5fc>301 . 50 

t./2i/2ddb 

DUE  SATE 


b/3Q/2Q0b 


MAIL  PAYMENTS  TO-  FAMILY  SUPPORT  REGISTRY  P.O.  BOX  2171 

DENVER.  CO  80201-2171 
SEE  REVERSE  SIDE  FOR  IMPORTANT  INFORMATION 
UCCO  TUIQ  PORTinM  PDR  VD1 IR  RPCORnc; 


ExhitiU'T- 


Numerous  state  and  federal  crimes  were  committed  in  this  instance,  see  Counts  100-113  above  on  page 
14 ;  and  MOSS  and  MCGUIRE  committed  a  class  B  federal  felony — 'fictitious  obligations'  (18  U.S.C.  § 

5 14) — which  can  result  in  a  25-year  prison  sentence;  both  are  also  guilty  of  another  count  of  this  federal 
felony  by  processing  the  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order — i.e.  by  setting  up  Title  IV-D  case  30- 
289499-44-1 A  and  enforcing  the  known  fictitious  order.  They  are  the  experts  in  child  support 
enforcement,  and  are  required  by  law  to  “review  and  adjust”  child  support  whenever  the  facts  show  that 
an  order  was  obtained  by  fraud  or  is  contrary  to  the  facts  and  evidence  or  is  otherwise  unjust,  or  that  the 
applicant  for  services  committed  fraud,  or  that  any  one  of  many  other  factors  exist. 

See  also:  Exhibit  CSE-4  with  my  PETITION  FOR  RECONCILIATION  AND  CLOSURE  OF  TITLE  IV-D 

CASE  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  2011SA 
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SOME  OF  THEFTS  BY  JEFFCO-DHS  &  CDHS— A  SMALL  PORTION  OF  THE  RACKETEERING: 
On  November  10,  2006, 1  received  a  Lien  and  Levy  Notice  dated  October  27,  2006: 


csvnana  d:  its ton  of  c:h:ld  i«yOnCis,'iAi 

flNAHCixt  rNST’Tirrrcw  ima  hatCi t  (J'Uv.) 
LltA  CFHJf  r.K'F.PTTGIt/KXEflPIK.'.’l  fUi-iCY 
C3USJJX'  JLEViSto  StATPTK  Lr.R.S.) 

SFr-IDKS  14  :0  122  ABO  >6-13-128 


J'LLASC  ilLAO  IIUS  Vf.HfS  C4HW3U.Y  EE FORE  RCbTOKDl.Ny 


{PinK)  -1.i«n  md  I.MVy  Ira./lm'/*  fc«an  iTJTc-ji  bcscd  upon  the  extstance  q1  «o 
a-reara  balance  »*•<■.  dr  ycnr  rhs’d  cnlorcsaciAt  case.  .hir  action 

■'5  wlbriztii  wtlAtT  ar  rot  njmTh'ty  cKi'.il  svpioet  payric.vti  Arc  bc-i r.i  node, 
'(he  lien  arsd  levy  -a  seer  isfcerf  at  ’>»  cf  the  enj.-it.y  eb.  Id  support 

onJarccsciU  oil .er  that  lor-SRcr  vcjz  child  supp-ut  «nfr>-e»*"nt  c*?*  V 1:  1  *iay 

Ckx  ci  xnl«  -c  th«  CutnckOa  Division  cr  Chile  Support  Gnrarcenenl  vCSF-.'  by 
TV16/MC6  »2C-  calendar  Hays  frt>»  the  r v«  i»r  tnc  tiers)  to  raquo:L  an 
except  lor.  to  cr  ar.  cxcapt.pa  tror,  ’.Sc  Her  and  levy-  Foe  w-isl  jircividn 
fupptfrUi-g  due iMi'.Ntiao  r»  nllutd  bile*.  failure  to  provide  the  ropiiir.d 

JcC.in.r.tiit  iin  virfVn  Him  requital!  tins  psiiiod  will  read,  in  a  denial  cr  yc;ir 


An  exception  t.aio  »av  be  reqveeiod  0KIY  *nr  the  fnlloMinp  rmnm 

I.  Yen  liavH  a  lutniin1.  itl-mm  01  your  biological  or  adopted  child  ha;  a 
: r* i na  •  i-.  Iness.  T ~  Ine  alelojirjil  m  Hdi^Nd  child  In  a  cli.LC  on 
site  Child  ;up:oc.  order  bcin*  enforced  hy  CST  and  yw  are  nut  pitying 
riit  child  (npoort  nbl-Ai'-i-in,  you  wy  no.  elaifi  the  exception. 

Yen  mil  eriiVida  ttm  rallivirrl 

A  legible  slatcnent  an  the  treating  ptiyaicia.i  a  letterhead. 

i-jli.J  by  thAtreltiRA  physicipr,  ifit.'retinj  tie  par  j  nut 1  k  littia 
and  •  p»c-ryi-.£  th*t  tSfi  illdCSP  15  'to— Tina, 


An  cxceatiee- Clair  nay  ae  -r-Queirro  Mr*  fa«  m«  uT  hliu  tallouinp  reason.:: 


The  Aiuo_yh  14  eaud  lot  tac  rctcip'.  of  Spppt  *-n«nt* ■  Social  SaCuVtty 
Tnu'-na  g.aaCita.  Sccial  SccilriLy  Servi vpf '  5  'T*e«e?  it*,  Vitt^rar  'a 
Adni ni ct ration  rji *aV;  1  i ty  lUnafits  or  public  assistance.  You  mist 
provide  one  af  l  be  fpi loving; 

JI  copy  at  your  Social  Secur-ty  Award  lathnr  nr  fittiwi  cut*. i  a  1 
occur Uv  Cotur.o.Y. ,  which  5pec(F:««  tH»  lype  of  |h«  benefit  a:id 
the  anount  ol  the  noni.nlv  paynenl  . 

A  cop y  ol  your  Volorac's  Aesinieiratiwi  fi/ssbility  Award  letter 
nt  n*h»r  Yataien'i  Adciniat I'Atido  docuaenL  chat  spacities  Lite 
y-pa  of  *K*  benefit  ard  Mia  aaeuilt  of  the  nonchly  puynciU . 

-  A  cosy  of  the  Hepar'.twnl  of  Snr.iV,  Service*  latter,  which 

ioccit.cr  -.hr  xonlhly  anocn.  of  aaai  stance  voir  arc  to  roceiaa. 

-  A  copy  cf  the  X0>t  -eraet  ocsmmt  Jtetera.it  tha-  ahewa  the 
ocncli-  oaynen.  ocir.A  deposilad  into  the  account. 


rsE53:i 


(mizgos’s  r..7»  v 

covienao  ^tvts'ds  oy  ciati»  su:*?jrt  W7®nce»s?T 

l  l.XAXCIAl  TKSTITLT.w-t  IX'.Ta  -IV-Vil  it  .'US) 
COLDitiUX)  RllVISF.n  STATUTES  (f.R.S.l 
SF.r.rtCSa  ; A  10  122  AdO  26-13--28 


IO/Z'7/2  IXKi 

Tf.F  NATIOKAL  BANK  COeOR.'iDO  (OOl-'it-l.) 
601  rtARQllillS  ATR 
KtNNeAPDLlS.  MN  55*02 


ac  i lew  ftfftcr.;-  n  w*-oscm 


THK  TOTAI  AKDLST  Ob  PiiST-l)UE  CBIU)  SU?PC?T  13  S  t’. *56.26  AS  OF  irt/27/2M6. 


THIS  KOflCt:  HV  Lilih  AMI  r.F.VY  HTTKNQtDS  AND  BdF.RSNSER S  7 HE  PEHCd-HAL  PjcOPBUTY 
OF  .-UKt  HiNTCtSS  filHCU  xS  COB'lAD.Tn  TK  IFF  AfflTINT  ISj  HELD  LV2ER 
TIE  SOCIAl  SFCrnrrr  NDMRRH  ttSTSO  ASt-ViS,  PUftSliAWi  CO  SlCVIOliS  14-1C-122  -ANn 
C.e.S.  Ll'OH  HKCBIPr  0?  “HIS  VOT'C-F.  YOf  SHALL: 

-  H-nntCl.0  THE  FUNDS  COt-  CAlNiiO  JK  AKY  AND  yl.l  ACCfTJK?5  H7-1D  TNDTT.  TKF. 
SOCIAL  SoCNH I"7!  NtINnEF  LISTED  AUUVL  AS  IV  IIU  IX'.lu  3.'  ‘LLliJl't  Or 
THIS  iNOTlCd. 

-  SIinnF.VDSH  FUNDS  UP  TO  VILE  TOl'Al  /JlOJK'f  CV  IVtST  J«fc  ClllU  S'JPMRT. 

Aj.nNG  WITH  TH“  RTNTTTAKT.F.  Nonet,  30  DAYS  FKLC1  D'.JE  Or 

THIS  ACT  ICE. 

-  TF  NO  FUNDS  ME  AVAlE/c51.S  fOil  SCT'RVDFtl,  RF-TUSIC  THE  fiptlTTABCE  NOTICE 
}(J  CxlT’f'WN  DAYS  FSCN  THE  DATE  Of  W-S  MUCK  TO  JHD.CSIL  HUT  NO 

I  JNUt>  WILL  lit  KEJflTTTD. 

CNCF.  YOU  Ha7F.  RF.TURNED  THE  SEHlflANCt  KflTTCF.  3imiFinri.FD  AKY  FUNDS . 

IdS  LIDS  /Jill  LEVY  AVK'WJCAl.tr  INACTIVATES. 

P1RAST.  TJ0  NOT  SCRRENDER  FLNlXi  UNDER  311.00 


KANE  OF  ORL7GF.E 
EM  CIRC  l  COOSTY 
COURT  CASE  NUNOiiH 
rUIE  ORDER  ENTERED 
DATE  ORTjF.R  rOKHENCED 
?SR  ACCOOil  NfltlnER 


ill  $UKftBMD£di£!>  rtONiiS  to  thf  ourn  fiip’Or'  k.-.i»xe  (fit  ax*: 

OWING  FUR  THE '  ASCVH  REFERENCED  CUUK1  C.nSlS  MIR.MU.fS''. 


CULCAADU  DIVISION  Ol  CiULD  SOff OUT  LNPCRCEKEK. 

S“ATE  ENFORfENE.NT  UNIT 

3fi:i-H66-A.3ni 


I  faxed  my  exemption  claims  and  supporting  documents  for  my  2  accounts  and  my  children’s  trust 
account  on  November  15.  The  Fax  Cover  and  1st  Page : 


CONFIDENTIAL  FAX 


Dale:  November  15, 2006  Total  Pages:  9 

Ti>:  Ms.  Jackie  Pavhcw 

Phone:  303-866-4303 
Pax:  303-866-4380 


Re:  Exemption  Claims  -  Action  Number:  FD  9874-05068 


Dear  Ms.  Pacheco: 


Pic iisr  fird  'it-n.-.hcr  if»s  foJtiJ'ATItc: 

l  My  l.'ochctOLiil  L.'L.t  lu  >uu  ot  Novvaib.-i  10,  2:uyi.  Ii«r  cscniplsm  p|’  5  itccoimit 

2.  lined  iccciit  accc-jiK  slaUxiieni'i. 

j.  P;ip.c  .'  ol'ixir  Pcmanenl Orders  S«“T3i^positiorof  Adririovil  PropcTy"  —  VlSb 
Settlemmr 

4  C  ntcl  W.iHrc'j  letter  of  Jucc  13. 2000,  io  Mr.  fiiooi,  icfif.-du*  llx  MSt  duitiwy 

5  Faddy Rc^suvN  "NulLovvi  MujiCiIv  Si.jpvii  Ol.'li^a.iuii,  a»ol  7/1  l.'JOHO 

I'ltiL-c  ncu:  :n  ny  lelier  that  my  iui;ln;!r<  Ka<  changed.  Il  ysvj  hive  ary  question:;  ivr  reqinre  sir y 
a:li:rti::i  v.l  •tifi-ir.ru-ion,  do  not  leOt.ire  to  cal'  my  cell  ptonc 

Tteuk  you, 


Novrialxt  i  C,  2t<l6 


C'oJerailo  L>)vis.s:ii  ufChifi:  Supnot.  r-  iiiTccneni  C.()NFIT)r.NTTAT. 

A'flTC:  iac'xie  Pactisso  By  Fax  tp  3l)S-860-»3S(l 

I  *75  Shetnan  5-j‘ct,  S"  rloc-t 

0mv«,  CO  *0205-1241 


Rc:  t>.cnip.u)n  CJaiact  Acliui  Nun  ter  I  O  °K7I  05H6H 
Henr  Vie  Pacheco: 

Please fju-l  DCadicd  uiy  suppuiluiig  JouiuichIuIiuq  Tut  u  acccunn  with TCI'  Haul.  Ilial  '.ven: 
uv&itiv  kv>.vj  oy  ynui  ollice.  I  request  eveirjtl ion  si*- .ill iiccoiir-.s 

I  am  not  sure  vdu-  reason  was  i vd  ty  my  cs-wjfc'  •  artoutcj .  toJuu  C.  HukrCC.  ivlxai  l*r 
carln.-.tec  tlw  TePifi wi  Csjunty  CIlLJ  Suptxul  tdiu  Ausncal  di  vision  in  the  lirsl  nl;«cc.  kill  1  ds: 
ki'r.vA  ibr  lx  did  so  b.Tjtv  nil  lirsl  ysjtucLl  vv.-,.  tnn  Jut.  Mr.  Ilucge--  a*»sd  sirnilnr  tricks 
ijiOtilioUt  Ua:  diVtVCu  pcvAass  i>ilt  nearly  every  ptulc'sii'nal  lt,r  v.nrkcd  on  onrenss  to 
iistiir.iu-.ilt  the  oiuuumc  of  Ihe  divorce.  Despile  id I  thr  te  has  donr  to  my  family  f  visa 
inlerdinu  w  pa>  d-echild  nrppnrt  .-vs  ordered,  wlj)]  can  Cod  a  wny  loooucct  tbc  ciav.cj. 

Tlv:  following:  me  filers -tji  you  ibjuJJ  tic  a'ea.-col. 

I  1  prJd  tbc  ficsd  ntoifJi  s  sjppju  ot  Sl.717.92  by  cLaa^.  Lu  Juu.-  iU'Jo. 

2.  1  v,,..  plauiiug  lu  cunluiuc  |:ayir.a  menCTly  w.lh  Lie  "MSI:  .Ne-.t  emeni"  msivey  thai  >-js 
nwirdisd  a:  -.re,  hut  Tind  1o  mvVe  otter  nl.'.is  l"oli>xvi!\n  my  ex-wife’s  ncntein|tt  of  the 
judo's  oermancui  order  (See  t»F  letlei  of  June  .  8, 2006 1  Not  Urtvjts,  sutfic  j.-ju  fiiods  at 
lJu'  ua '  to  |My  Oltx'uwiic.  1  uu-LW.J  ".lu.-  jrx'.  kavi.i1  jUjioJis  cl  supcvuL  wi'.l:  lbs.  as>id 

>6)<Uid  tioUltcd  Ibc  JclIeo’Asc  ouil.ei  ul  iuy  jiilcnLiuns 

3.  My  ebUd  sui>iK'rl  ubligaliuti  i»  iMid-in-lull  lliruugli  niitiuhvr  20116. 

•I.  I  v,vu  iistv-niim^  Ui  pay  die.  Sfj_5l>l  ,.VJ  in  S».l,  riauilcnancc  wlier.  is  was  cue  un  duly  31), 
2sHT6  as'.mieced:  inwvevcr.  Mr.  T  l-jgger,- iilegAlly  lurred  t rial  .monivt  over  far  cofcxiicir  ny 
the  Jertertscn  Crynry.Coild  5'.ipi>.-iD  rrt'orcjn  oni  deperiDSlir.  w~ v  tvdore  n  \vns  dive 
Therefore,  .rnd  duo  to  five  bold  on  the  MSF.  n»ccy,  ]  cac  -July  pay  tuii  uiORtiiiv  uj'o  ttK 
hret-  mai  vteivanee  :  «'«.  paid  .tp.lbroupji  23tRi.  <ad  I  v-J.  eetllduw  tb.-Ji  :c  ya>  'J«  1100 
l>ar  nion'li  rs  iv-vv  i.sti  iied  cl  ju>  tiu.uiiiily  iaiuiiy;  ‘supui-n  lLreuiiy  slaiocicnii.  Alss:.  the 
hWlnnaiareuaLee  shnoW  nu<  lie  cuiuidertd  an  urreurs  liuliuicc,  as  Mr.  Zluggst 
etiXLcd  cusuuJiiv  psycien’.s  liir  llilv  debt  wb-.n  he  lumed  it  ;;ver  I'nrcollsctrnn. 

5.  1  cauuct  c-cuLvl  -H-  iei-jeloav  actions  ::l'rny  ex  wire  or  her  .r.tomev. 

I  sxplsiinsd  si  I  .-he.ihsivs  r'nrts  to  cnwoii-or  I  :=n  McOnLx  t.-uIl  tlx  Jcficisoc  County  CLild 
SiiptvfiiT  prdofiMmofir  doj'irtmecl.  Fw  wimlevc:  soeavu,  Ms.  Mvthiirc  developed  adi.vltk«  lot  me 
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When  I  called  to  follow  up,  I  was  told  twice  that  I  was  “too  late,”  and  then  when  CDHS  realized  that  I 
had  proof  that  I  filed  on  time,  I  was  told  that  I  didn’t  file  my  claims  correctly.  Over  the  next  couple 
weeks,  I  had  several  long  conversations  with  CDHS  representatives  (recordings  not  transcribed,  but 
available  upon  request),  which  were  all  geared  to  deny  my  claims  by  any  means  or  excuse  necessary. 


In  December  2006, 1  found  out  that  our  money  was  taken  and  given  to  my  ex-wife: 


WARNING  -  THIS  CHECK  IS  PROCESSED  USING  THE  PO 


Because  Kk/5  Mailer  Most _ 

P  Family  Support  Registry 


Eubank, 


.  jagg  i>*lL  _ 


!  12/20/2006]  [OBLIGEE 


CO.  RECEIPT  DATE 


12/18/2006 


10469872 


03/20/2007 


PAY  **Six  Thousand  Two  Hundred  Two  &  16/100  Dollars 


i 

I 

TO 

j  THE  CARO' 

ORDER 

OF: 


$5,500.51  of  the  $6,202.16  was  stolen  from  my  children’s  trust  account.  I  found  out  from  my  bank  that 
CDHS-CSE  took  our  money  almost  immediately  after  placing  the  lien  and  levy  on  our  accounts, 
sometime  before  the  exemption  claims  were  even  due. 

Regardless  of  the  excuses  to  deny  my  exemption  claims,  all  involved  knew: 

1 .  that  $5,500.5 1  of  the  money  taken  belonged  to  my  children  and  was  exempt; 

2.  that  the  $701.65  belonging  to  me  was  also  exempt;  and 

3.  that  the  arrears  balance  showing  on  the  account,  which  they  claimed  gave  them  the  authority  to 
raid  my  accounts,  was  grossly  in  error,  as  it  did  not  give  credit  for  the  first  3  monthly  payments 
and  still  included  the  June  alteration  of  the  account  in  the  amount  of  $6,301.50. 

MCGUIRE  and  MOSS  and  all  involved  who  intended  to  permanently  deprive  us  our  money,  are  guilty  of 
class  4  felony  theft  according  to  C.R.S.  1 8-4-40 l(2)(c)  and  other  state  and  federal  crimes,  see  Counts 
165-178  above  on  page  15. 

See  also:  Exhibit  CSE-8  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  2011Sd^B 
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UNLAWFUL  &  ILLEGAL  SUSPENSION  OF  MY  DRIVER'S  LICENSE: 


On  October  23,  2006, 1  received  a  Notice  of  Driver’s  License  Suspension  dated  09/18/2006: 


wm 1  S  M  CS.-NSI  SySFRXS  ION  = 

NOTICE'  OF  KGKCLWLTANCF.  WIH'-A  CHILD. SUPPORT  OKMLlt 

SECTIONS  2<-t3  t2X,C.B;.5.  A5X);4i-2:'127.5e.C.S.S..  *8  A*RW*D 


DATE  of  WOrrCB:  09/1 8/200-5  , 
■J0HK  M.MU) 


>'$*  Account  X unb» r  Court  08039-1-051 

'  TWP  C»Wi»t7  Child  Succor t  Esiro^aiKr.i  IccbnvcVWi  i V 

:  Mcctfiye.  usA 

lfcTf'KH  SON  COUNTY  DEFT.  OF-  BWtAN  SERVICES  -  C5E  OK 
900  .IB'-’PfRSON  CO  FKKY 
SERVICES  BLDG, 

GOLDEN.  CG-,  80V- 1  6010 
<303)271-4486 

head  this  notice,  it  explains  want  options  to  avoid  suspension 

Off  TOOR  CCiCftADQ  DRIVER'S  U CENSE. 


Why  Vaur  Lit 


>  Will  B»  S'.upWHtert 


Our  child  support  «nf arce-nanr  records  show  fji'a'  followirtg:;- 

>  Tou  owe  child  avpport.  ihc  Abovc-lietPfl  a»3* Id  support  «rit«c: 

>  Tou  have  nol,  n»dc:  ui.aftrvVMyH  to  jiay  overdue  chi  td  support 

>  tou  bav*  not.  ff.adc  an  agrecuert  to  pay  overdue  child  support 

or  to  reifoln  c<ir<ent.  on  tbo  required  chile  aupporl.  payments:  or 

>  You  arc  nut  paytdfc  ft*  ordered  in  a  paat  Sftraonant . 

:  How  <«i»  Car.  Conply 

To  avoid  having  your  name  amt  to  .the  Colorado  Depsrtnor.T  of  Bavanu*, 
Divi*»  on  of  HoLor  Vehicles  to  request  that  your  .Colorado  driver's 
license  he  suspended,  you  ariist  do  one  ot  the  fol lowing  v.Hbin  thirty 
•  ■  <34i>  day*  of  th-e  ooticc:  1)  begin  paying  the  mcnthly  paveant  duo 
(listed  on  page  two)  ,  2)  contsot  tha  Coynty  Child  Support  EnEorcener.t 
0niL<iisLcd  above)  and  negoiteta  a  payment  plan,  or  3)  pay  the 
current.  balance  (listed  or.  page  two).-' 


The  date  stamp  shows  very  clearly  that  the  09/18  notice  was  held  in  Jeffco-CSS's  office  and  not  mailed 
until  sometime  in  November,  which,  just  like  with  bank  levy  paperwork  and  monthly  statements,  are 
held  so  that  the  appeal  period  will  be  expire  before  noncustodial  parents  can  respond. 

The  next  day,  on  October  24, 1  called  MCGUIRE  (recording  available  upon  request).  She  told  me  that  the 
Department  of  Revenue  was  contacted  to  suspend  my  license.  When  I  told  her  about  the  date  of  the 
notice  and  the  date  of  the  stamp  showing  that  it  couldn’t  have  been  mailed  before  October  5,  and 
explained  to  her  that  my  appeal  rights  had  been  violated  and  that  it  didn’t  appear  as  though  Jeffco-CSS 
was  abiding  by  the  law,  she  stated,  “we  most  certainly  are...  and  if  you  don ’t  think  that  we  are  you  are 
more  than  entitled  to  contact  an  attorney  or  file  your  own  motion  with  the  court.  ”  Despite  knowing 
about  my  letter  to  her  on  July  28  giving  my  ex-wife  my  share  of  the  MSE  Settlement  money  to  pay  up 
my  child  support  until  January  2007,  she  continued  to  claim  that  I  had  only  paid  one  payment,  and 
therefore  not  only  would  she  have  my  driver’s  license  suspended  but  would  also  be  ruining  my  good 
credit.  She  said  that  she  had  talked  to  my  ex-wife’s  attorney  (HUGGER)  and  had  read  the  motions,  so  she 
“was  completely  understanding  of  where  this  case  is  going.  ”  At  the  end  of  the  call,  she  told  me  again  to 
contact  an  attorney. 

As  a  result  of  the  initial  “crime  spree”  by  MCGUIRE  and  others  at  Jeffco-CSE  and  CDHS-CSE,  my 
driver’s  license  was  suspended  on  December  23,  2006: 
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Case  Number: 
License  Number: 
Date  of  Birth: 


ORDER  of  SUSPENSION  effective  12/23/2006 

Please  read  the  following  information  carefully. 

The  records  of  this  department  indicate  that  you  owe  a  Duty  of  Support  under 
a  Child  Support  Order.  The  notification  concerning  this  matter  was  received 
from: 

DIVISION  OF  CHILD  SUPPORT  ENFORCMNT 
1575  SHERMAN  STREET,  5TH  FLOOR 
DENVER  CO  80203 
(303)866-4302 


I  found  out  shortly  after  this  that  any  human  service  official  at  a  supervisory  level  or  higher  can  use 
discretion  to  prevent  suspension  of  a  parent’s  driver’s  license,  professional  license  or  passport,  or  to 
reinstate  it,  but  none  of  the  numerous  officials  I  contacted  over  the  years  would  do  this. 


On  January  5,  2007, 1  wrote  a  detailed  letter  to  CDHS-CSE  Director  John  Bemhart  and  explained  the 
alteration  of  the  account  in  June  2006,  the  denials  of  due  process  in  the  fall  of  2006,  and  the  suspension 
of  my  driver’s  license,  and  asked  him  to  correct  the  arrears  balance,  to  give  me  credit  for  the  transfer  of 
my  share  of  the  MSE  Settlement  money  to  my  ex-wife  and  for  what  was  taken  from  our  accounts,  and 
other  things  to  correct  the  account,  but  never  heard  back. 


MCGUIRE's  state  and  federal  crimes  to  suspend  my  driver's  license,  see  Counts  156-164  above  on  page 
15,  and  the  ensuing  decade-long  crime  spree  by  numerous  county  and  state  officials  to  repeatedly  refuse 
to  use  discretion  under  the  circumstances  shows  the  utter  arrogance  of  the  racketeers,  as  just  the  cost  to 
their  de  facto  employers  for  my  lost  income  will  be  enormously  expensive,  not  to  mention  my  lost  time 
with  my  kids,  their  lost  time  with  me,  our  lost  freedoms  and  liberty  interests,  and  all  the  other  factors  the 
juries  will  use  to  determine  punitive  damages. 


See  also:  Exhibit  CSE-6  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  2011  Sa 
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ONE  OF  THE  MOST  BLATANT  CRIME  SPREES: 


From  the  Jeffco-CSE  caseworker's  recommendation  of  a  reduction  in  the  monthly  child  support 
obligation  from  $1717.92  to  $521.00,  which  was  still  not  correct  but  better  than  nothing: 


DearJOHNMAR^ 

On  05/20/2008  a  review  of  your  child  support  or  foster  care  fee  case  was  completed.  The  review 
was  based  upon  current  child  support  guidelines.  A  copy  of  the  proposed  guideline  calculation  is 
attached. 

The  review  results  indicate: 

There  will  be  no  change  to  the  amount  of  child  support  or  foster  care  fees  due. 

XX  Your  current  child  support  or  foster  care  fee  amount  should  be  changed.  The  proposed 
amount  is  $521.00. 


From  Jeffco-CSS  Attorney  CASIE  STOKES'  Motion  and  Order  to  Modify  Child  Support  on  July  7,  2008: 


3.  On  05/30/2006,  the  Obligor  was  ordered  to  pay  $1717.92  monthly  for  the  support  of  the 
minor  child(ren)  of  this  action. 

4.  Pursuant  to  §14-10-122  and/or  §26-13-121,  C.R.S.,  there  has  been  a  change  in  the  parties' 
circumstances,  making  it  appropriate  that  the  child  support  or  foster  care  fee  order  be 
modified.  Pursuant  to  §14-10-1 15  and/or  §26-13-121  C.R.S.,  application  of  the  child 
support  guidelines  results  in  a  monthly  child  support  obligation  of  $521 .00. 

5.  A  Guideline  Calculation  Worksheet  and  Verification  of  Income  for  both  parties  are 
attached  hereto  and  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

WHEREFORE,  the  People  request  this  Court: 

1 .  Order  the  Obligor  to  pay  child  support  in  the  amount  of  $521 .00  per  month,  commencing 

the  first  full  month  following  the  date  of  the  filing  of  this  motion  pursuant  to  §14-10-122, 
C.R.S. 


By:  ^  _ 

Attorney  for  JEFFEFLSON  County ’Delegate  CSE  Unit 


On  August  26,  STOKES  filed  a  Notice  to  Set  a  hearing,  but  failed  to  set  the  hearing: 


NOTICE  TO  SET 


TO  THE  PARTIES  ABOVE  NAMED,  GREETINGS: 

PLEASE  TAKE  NOTICE  that  on  c9/^9/c^T at  10:o6o4.Md^PA/fjror  as  soon 
thereafter  as  counsel  may  be  heard,  the  undersigned  will  eontacTthe  JEFFERSON  COUNTY 
DISTRICT  COURT,  100  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  PARKWAY,  GOLDEN,  CO  80401  (303) 
271-6145,  (by  telephone)  to  set  this  matter  for  hearing  on  THE  DEPARTMENT'S  MOTION  TO 
MODIFY  CHILD  SUPPORT.  You  may  be  present,  or  if  not  present,  you  will  be  called  at  or 
about  the  time  specified. 
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On  September  22,  STOKES  filed  a  fraudulent  Motion  to  Withdraw  Motion  for  Modification: 


2.  Further  review  of  the  case  leads  the  Department  to  determine  that  a  recalculation  of  child 
support  is  not  appropriate  at  this  time.  Application  of  tire  Colorado  Child  Support 
Guidelines  results  in  less  than  a  10%  change  from  the  amount  currently  ordered. 


On  September  29  (the  same  day  that  the  MN  judge  granted  the  second  registration),  without  even 
waiting  for  my  response,  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET  granted  STOKES'  motion: 


Granted 

The  moving  party  is  hereby  ORDERED  to 
provide  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  any  pro  sc 
parties  who  have  entered  an  appearance  in 
this  action  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
order. 

*************** ******************** 

DISTRICT  COURT,  JFFF 

COLORADO 

1 00  Jefferson  County  Park 
Golden,  CO  80401 

This  order  or  judgment  was  issued  in  a 
proceeding  where  consent  was 
unnecessary.  Any  appeal  must  be  taken 
within  15  days  pursuant  to  C.R.M.  Rule 
7(a), 

Chris  Voisinet 

District  Court  Magistrate 

Date  of  Order  attached 

And  then,  as  is  probably  routine  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  to  fix  cases,  either  VOISINET  or 
STOKES  held  the  order  to  prevent  an  appeal: 


Case  Name:  JOHN  MAI 
CaseNo.:  05DR00C 


md  CAROL 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 

I  certify  that  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  09/29/2008  ORDER  GRANTING 
MOTION  TO  WITHDRAW  MOTION  FOR  MODIFICATION  was  placed  in  the  United  States 
Mail,  postage pre-paid,  on  \Q-K-pT  .  to  the  following: 


HS'Ki  llinois ■St...Siriw  1300 
C-c'lV  ■  Colo  ado  J«04fr 


Human  Services 


* 


tf  (4 

5  vc  sen 


$  00.42° 


0004266604  OC7  10  20Cc 
MAILED  FROM  Z1RCOQE  80401 


This  crime  spree,  see  Counts  310-324  on  page  17  and  Counts  393-416  on  page  18,  included  another 
grand  interstate  conspiracy  to  rip  me  off  and  to  cheat  the  system,  more  counts  of  processing  'fictitious 
obligations',  fraud  upon — and  facilitated  by — the  Colorado  and  Minnesota  courts  to  keep  the  “child 
support  scam”  going,  and  many  other  state  and  federal  crimes,  which  should  not  only  end  with  the 
arrests  of  several  officials  but  also  cause  suspension  of  funding. 

There  is  absolutely  no  doubt  that  the  counties  and  states  involved  in  my  Interstate  Title  IV-D  case  have 
been  padding  their  numbers  for  extra  federal  funding  for  years,  and  there  is  little  doubt  that  these  same 
counties  and  states  have  done  this  with  thousands  of  cases  and  have  stolen  billions  of  dollars  from  the 
American  taxpayers,  in  addition  to  what  they  extorted  from  me  and  tens-of-thousands  of  other 
noncustodial  parents  like  me. 
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DENIAL  OF  MY  RIGHTS  IN  THE  'FATHERHOOD  INITIATIVE  PROGRAM’: 


Excerpts  from  my  telephone  conversations  with  my  advocate,  Ray  Washington: 
August  13,  2009,  3:50pm  MDT 


Washington: 


Washington: 


Washington: 


Washington: 


Washington: 


Washington: 


^calling  you  back  again. 


This  is  Ray. 

Hi  Ray.  It’s  John| 

Hi  John. 

Did  you  get  my  message  from  yesterday? 

No  I  didn’t. 

I’d  like  to  apply  for  whatever  services  you  provide  there.  They  said  that  you’re  the  Jefferson 
County  Department  that  receives  the  federal  funding  for  the  county  for  what  they  call  Access  and 
Visitation  Grants. 

Right. 

Is  that  right? 

Yes. 

So  you  help  non-custodial  parents  with  issues  that  they  run  into  when  they’re  being  denied  access 
to  their  children  and  things  like  that,  right? 

Right. 

OK.  That’s  exactly  what  I  need. 


Washington: 


Well,  I’m  here  for  you  John.  And,  like  I  said,  I’m  going  to  call  her,  and  hopefully,  try  to  see  if  this 
is  something  that  she  is  willing  to  cooperate  with. 


August  31,  2009: 


Washington: 


.I’ve  called  twice  and  left  a  message,  and  haven’t  received  a  call  back. 


Washington: 


Could  I  get  you  to  do  me  a  big  favor  Ray? 

Yeah. 

Could  you,  on  your  letterhead  or  whatever,  draft  a  letter  to  me  stating  exactly  what  you  did  -  when 
you  called  my  ex-wife  and  left  her  those  messages  and  that  you’ve  received  no  response? 


Washington: 

Washington: 


Could  you  continue  to  contact  my  wife?  . .  .1  really  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  stay  on  this. . . 
No  problem. 

. .  .for  me  Ray.  Thank  you  and  I’ll  look  forward  to  receiving  your  letter  then. 

Okay  John. 

Okay,  have  a  good  week.  Bye. 


Washington: 

Washington: 


Hello. 

Yes...  John. 

Yes. 

This  is  Ray  Washington  calling  you  back. 
Hey  Ray. 
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Washington: 

Washington: 


Washington: 

Washington: 

Washington: 

September  3 


Washington: 

Washington: 


Washington: 


I  was  just  able  to  touch  base  with. .  .Carol. 

Okay. 

You  know,  I  asked  her,  you  know,  if  you  were  to  come  to  Colorado,  would  you  have  access  to  your 
children,  if  you  came  out  here  to  visit.  Or,  you  know,  I  asked  her  if  she  was  aware  of  the  parenting 
plan. .  .the  court  ordered  parenting  plan,  and,  um,  so. . . 

What  did  she  say? 

Her  response  was,  if  you,  if  you  were  to  come  to  Colorado,  she  would  call  the  Sheriff. 

She  said  that? 

Yeah. 

For  what? 

1  don’t  know. 

2009: 

. .  .that  even  though  you  got  a  chance  to  talk  to  my  ex-wife,  you  were  still  intending  to  write  a 
letter  to  me,  documenting  what  your  conversation  was,  and  I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  be  a 
specific  as  you  can.  I’m  going  to  be  reporting  this  to  the  Jefferson  County  Sheriff-  it’s  a  crime 
what  she’s  doing. 

Yeah,  unfortunately  John,  I’m  not  going  to  be  able  to  do  that. 

Why? 

Well  I  was  just  informed  by  my,  ah,  supervisor  that  any,  any  contact  I  guess  that  you  have, 
you’re  supposed  to  go  through  the  AG’s  office. 

You’ve  got  to  be  kidding  me.  That’s  another  crime  Ray.  What  is  going  on  in  your  offices?  This  is 
absolutely  unbelievable.  Which  person  in  your  office  told  you  that? 

Debbie  Moss 


Washington: 

Washington: 


. .  .1  would  like  to  make  that  request  Ray.  I  need. .  .your  detailed  explanation  of  what  you  talked 
about  with  my  ex-wife.  And  I  have  the  right  to  request  that. 

I  have  to  follow  the  directions  of  my  supervisor,  and  that’s  my  intent. 

But  your  supervisor  is  committing  a  very  serious  crime  in  suggesting  that  you  deny  me  my  rights. 
Okay,  well  I  don’t  know  what  to  tell  you,  John.  I,  I,  I  cannot  disregard  my  orders. 


Could  you  tell  me  this  Ray?  How  did  Debbie  Moss  even  know  about  this? 

I  believe  she  received  an  email  from  your  ex. 

This  proves  not  only  state-sanctioned  but  also  state-sponsored  “parental  alienation,”  or  in  legal  terms  the 
deprivation  of  my  rights  and  the  rights  of  each  of  my  children  to  well-established  liberty  interests:  care, 
companionship,  association,  etc.  These  crimes,  see  Counts  541-563  on  page  19,  were  among  the  most 
hurtful — and,  I'm  sure,  among  the  most  pleasurable  to  Carol,  MOSS,  and  the  other  sadistic  child  abusers 
who  were  participating  in  the  alienation. 

See  detailed  descriptions  of  these  crimes  in  federal  criminal  case  10-cr-00320  and  in  my  federal 
lawsuit,  case  11-cv-^^^B 


Washington: 


35 


DEPRIVATION  OF  MY  RIGHT  TO  WORK  AND  EARN  A  LIVING: 


I  reported  Carol's  hold  on  my  ‘tools  and  necessary  work  equipment  ’  and  work  vehicles  to  MCGUIRE 
and  MOSS  in  2006/2007 ,  but  Jeffco-CSS  failed  to  ever  administratively  find  that  fact  and  adjust  the  child 
support  accordingly;  and  in  my  104  court  documents  I  reported  it  to  CFC  VOISINET  and  CFC  JACKSON, 
but  instead  of  judicially  finding  the  fact  and  'doing  justice,'  both  CFCs  aided  in  the  crimes. 

The  following  list  has  been  filed  many  times: 

“MASTER  LIST”  of  “My  Things” 

Personal  property’  of  John  Mark^^^^^held  by  Carol^^^^^^^since  March  18,  2005, 
including  my  deceased  brother  “ Joe ’s  ”  things  and  my  deceased  “Dad ’s  ”  things. 

See  Respondent's  exhibit  RR  in  0  5  DF^^f or  photographs  of  most  items. 

Joe’s  cremated  ashes,  container,  and  memorial  with  6  engraved  brass  tubes  and  wooden  cross. 

My  Mom  and  Dad’s  portrait,  my  premarital  photo  and  slide  albums,  my  premarital  books,  and  Joe’s  videotapes 
and  movie  camera  bag. 

My  premarital  artwork: 

1 .  Framed  picture  entitled  “Heading  Home”  by  Terry  Redlin; 

2.  Framed  picture  entitled  “Headin’  for  Shelter”  by  Les  Kouba;  and 

3.  Two  mounted  poster-size  photographs  I  took  in  Utah. 

Half  of  our  children’s  school  pictures  for  each  year  for  each  child. 

Half  of  our  pictures  and  videos  taken  during  marriage. 

Four  copies  of  the  1999  Kansas  City  newspaper  with  the  picture  entitled,  “You  Go,  Dad”,  and  at  least  one  copy  of 
all  other  articles  regarding  any  of  our  children. 

Business  office  equipment,  accessories  and  software: 

1.  Dell  Dimension  8100  -  Tower,  monitor,  keyboard,  mouse,  startup  CDs,  etc.; 

2.  All  accounting  software,  “TurboTax”,  and  other  operating  software  and  accessories; 

3.  Hewlett  Packard  LaserJet  4P  printer; 

4.  Lexmark  X4270  All-in-one  fax,  scanner,  copier,  printer; 

5.  Digital  camera  with  it’s  box,  and  all  accessories; 

6.  Land-line  telephone,  cordless  telephone,  telephone  recorder,  and  microcassettes;  and 

7.  All  other  office  equipment,  accessories,  and  things  I  used  in  either  of  my  two  offices. 

Guns  and  gun  related  items: 

1.  My  25:06  rifle  with  scope; 

2.  My  12-guage  shotgun; 

3.  My  20-guage  shotgun; 

4.  My  22  rifle  with  scope; 

5.  Joe’s  30:06  rifle  with  scope; 

6.  Joe’s  12-guage  shotgun; 

7.  Joe’s  4/10-guage  shotgun; 

8.  Joe’s  22  rifle; 

9.  Dad’s  30:06  rifle  with  scope; 

10.  Dad’s  12-guage  shotgun; 

1 1 .  My  handmade  wooden  gun  case; 

12.  Several  gun  carrying  cases,  my  gun  cleaning  kit,  two  ammo  boxes;  and 

13.  All  other  gun  related  items. 

All  of  my  Dad’s  things  retrieved  from  Minnesota  after  his  death  including  several  boxes  full  of  framed  pictures, 
tools,  Coca-Cola  items,  mementos,  memorabilia,  and  many  other  items. 

All  of  Joe’s  things  retrieved  from  his  apartment  after  his  death  including  approximately  25  boxes  containing  his 
personal  belongings,  his  collector  toy  trucks,  tractors,  farm  machinery,  motorcycles,  and  construction 
equipment,  3  embossed  Super  Bowl  footballs  with  stands,  framed  pictures,  tools,  mementos,  memorabilia, 
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furniture  including  a  stackable  wood  and  glass  antique  green  display  case,  an  entertainment  center,  chairs,  a 
computer,  telescope,  which  were  all  stored  in  the  shop;  and  several  boxes  full  of  Joe’s  most  precious  and 
valuable  things,  which  were  stored  under  my  desk  in  my  cabin  office;  antique  Coca-Cola  2-wheel  cart. 

Woodworking  tools  and  equipment: 

1.  Joe’s  Stihl  chainsaw  and  all  accessories; 

2.  My  Stihl  chainsaw  (purchased  in  2004)  and  all  accessories; 

3.  My  Homelite  chainsaw  and  case  and  all  accessories; 

4.  My  6-piece  male  and  female  “Forstner”  bits  for  making  log  fencing  and  furniture; 

5.  My  other  guides  and  bits;  and 

6.  My  sharpening  tools  and  stones. 

Other  tools  and  equipment: 

1 .  My  extension  ladder  and  planks; 

2.  My  yellow  step  ladder  and  steel  paint  ladder; 

3.  Joe’s  pickup  “headache  rack”  for  transporting  ladders,  pickup  toolbox  and  all  contents; 

4.  My  jumping-jack  compactor; 

5.  Dad’s  wood-splitter; 

6.  My  wheelbarrow; 

7.  My  bull  float  and  all  concrete  and  gardening  tools  and  other  items  that  were  stored  in  my  cargo  van; 

8.  My  shop  desk,  2  office  desks  in  cabin  and  1  office  desk  in  house,  and  2  office  chairs; 

9.  My  “Thomas  Register”  catalogs; 

10.  My  transit  level;  and 

1 1 .  All  other  tools  and  equipment. 

My  intellectual  property,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  26  computer  forms  and  spreadsheets  1  created  for 
estimating,  bidding,  and  proposing  construction  work. 

Automobiles  and  recreational  vehicles: 

1.  Dad’s  1976  Hammond  I/O  Boat; 

2.  My  1979  Dodge  B250  Cargo  Van; 

3.  Joe’s  1980  Yamaha  Motorcycle; 

4.  Joe’s  1987  Suzuki  Samurai; 

5.  Joe’s  1992/1996  Dodge  Ram  250  Pickup; 

6.  My  2001  Skidoo  Summit  800; 

7.  Joe’s  2001  Skidoo  Summit  600;  and 

8.  Joe’s  2004  Skidoo  HM  Extreme  800  HO. 

All  building  materials  including  shingles,  roll  roofing,  tar  paper,  wood  and  vinyl  siding,  bags  of  concrete, 
insulation,  lumber,  etc.;  other  building  equipment  including  scaffolding,  planks  and  beams;  and  fuel  tank, 
culverts,  and  the  other  items  that  were  stored  on  west  side  of  home; 

Half  of  the  value  of  the  4392-piece  Beanie  Baby  collection,  the  framed  and  unframed  Art  Partner’s  collection,  and 
all  other  collections; 

Half  of  the  household  furniture,  furnishings,  electronics  and  appliances. 

Miscellaneous  personal  property: 

1.  My  sleeping  bag,  all  the  kid’s  sleeping  bags,  and  all  camping  equipment  and  supplies; 

2.  The  newer  vacuum  hair  cutter,  Bisell  carpet  shampooer,  and  half  of  the  wedding  gifts; 

3.  My  television,  malt-maker,  blender,  and  all  other  incentive  gifts  from  Lifequotes;  and 

4.  My  golf  clubs  and  bag;  skis,  boots  and  poles;  and  all  my  other  sporting  equipment. 

The  deprivations  of  my  rights  to  work,  earn  a  living,  travel,  see  my  kids,  and  other  liberty  interests,  as 
well  as  the  thefts  of  my  personal  property,  were  also  state-sanctioned  and  state-sponsored,  see  Counts 
87-96  and  119-140  on  page  14,  Counts  141-155  on  pages  114-15,  and  Counts  589-613  on  page  19. 

See  also:  Exhibit  Bl,pp. 8-24,  in  CFJD  case  20 1 1  CV^^B  and  Exhibit  CSE-14  in  Colorado 
Supreme  Court  case  2011SA^^ 
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DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  PENDING,  COLORADO 
c/o3  COLORADO  SUPREME  COURT 

2  East  14th  Avenue 

Denver,  CO  80203 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Markf^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

I 

[Fonnerly  in  First  Judicial  District] 

_ 

Title 

Phone:  Phone 

[Formerly  in  Jefferson  County] 

SEVENTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DR^ 

I  -  affiant  John  am  making  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  this 

“Seventh  Motion”  to  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court3  to  set  aside  all 
decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case 
2005  — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3),  on 

the  grounds  that  all  decisions  were  automatically  rendered  void  for  any  one  of  the  frauds  or  other 
crimes  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge 
of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN. 

2.  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  case  fixing  criminals  or  racketeers  named 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  am  making  special  appearances  in 

Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  2005DR®^  Title  IV-D  case^^l^B^^^B  and  all  associated 
appeals,  for  purposes  of  addressing  void  decisions  entered  against  my  “ strawman ”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — 
JOHN  JOHN  M  John  and  other  derivatives  of  my  name),  illegal 

actions  taken  against  my  strawman,  unlawful  actions  taken  against  my  children  and  me,  the  “ crime  sprees ” 
against  our  family,  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

Because  all  judges  and  clerks  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  involved  in  the  divorce,  and  all  state 
and  county  officials  involved  in  the  Title  IV-D  case,  are  also  apparently  involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,” 
racketeering,  money  laundering,  and/or  other  crimes  there,  I  have  asked  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to  transfer 
said  cases  to  a  different  district  and  county  respectively,  and  appoint  judges,  to  adjudicate  my  PETITION  FOR 
REVIEW  and  all  other  matters— see  my  PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE. 

*If  the  petitioner  and/or  intervenor  wish  to  respond,  they  should  do  so  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the 
crime  spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN,  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this  motion,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void,  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 
— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — were  automatically  rendered  wholly  void  for  any 
one  of  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  denials  of  due  process,  acts  outside  authority,  or  other  crimes 
committed  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  or  racketeers  to  facilitate  the  petitioner's  post-divorce 
frauds  and  thefts  or  to  facilitate  the  intervenor's  unlawful  and  illegal  enforcement  of  the  known 
fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  or  to  facilitate  any  element  of  their 
“crime  spree”  against  my  family  over  the  past  1 1.5  years,  as  re-alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR 
REVIEW-PART  SEVEN  and  reproved  with  referenced  evidence  in  its  “ Attachment ”  and  already 
on  the  record  in  this  divorce  case,  in  Title  IV-D  case 'n  case  201  lCV^^B 
and  in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  201  lS^Bi 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
newly  appointed  judge(s)  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005DB^® 
— including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with 
such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  Laws  of  our  Land 
and  in  pursuance  thereof  the  Constitution  for  the  united  States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged 
in  the  foregoing  SEVENTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005  DR^®  arc 
true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  30th  Day  of  March,  2018.  UCC  1-308:  All  Rights  Reserved-Without  Prejudice, 


By  Affiant: 


John  Markl 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 

I  certify  that  on  this  3 1st  Day  of  March  2018,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing  SEVENTH 
MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DBflBwas  served  upon  the  petitioner 
and  the  intervenor,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  to: 

JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

And,  I  certify  that  the  foregoing  SEVENTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE 
2005DB^is  included  in  my  “SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS”  accompanying  my  “PETITION  FOR 
RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE”  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 


By  Affiant: 


John  Markl 
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SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS 


Tab  8 


PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT 

& 

Eighth  Motion  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in  Case  2005DF^(§ 


DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  PENDING,  COLORADO 
c/o3  COLORADO  SUPREME  COURT 

2  East  14th  Avenue 

Denver,  CO  80203 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL^^^^^^^B 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Mark^^^^B 

[Fonnerly  in  First  Judicial  District] 

_ _ "j 

Title 

Phone:  Phone 

[Formerly  in  Jefferson  County] 

PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^0-  am  making  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  this 
final  PART  EIGHT  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  to  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado 
Supreme  Court3,  for  review  pursuant  to  C.R.M.  7  of  the  known  void  child  support  judgment 
entered  in  this  wrongful  divorce  on  July  17  2017,  by  the  “case  fixing  criminal”4  (hereinafter 
“CFC”)  named  JAMIN  M  ALABISO  (hereinafter  “CFC  ALABISO”);  and,  having  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor — or  any  of  the  other  criminals  named  in  the  various  parts 

of  this  petition  for  review — object  to  or  deny  any  portion  of  this  PART  EIGHT  of  my  petition,  a 
hearing  is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  this  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  Mark|^^^Bk  am  making  special  appearances  in 
Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  2005DRBH  Title  IV-D  case^^Hl^H^^Hk  and  all  associated 
appeals,  for  purposes  of  addressing  void  decisions  entered  against  my  “ strawman ”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — 
JOHN  MARK(|^|BB  JOHN  M  and  other  derivatives  of  my  name),  illegal 

actions  taken  against  my  strawman,  unlawful  actions  taken  against  my  children  and  me,  the  “ crime  sprees ” 
against  our  family,  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

Because  all  judges  and  clerks  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  involved  so  far  in  the  divorce,  and  all 
state  and  county  officials  involved  so  far  in  the  Title  IV-D  case,  are  apparently  involved  in  the  rampant  “case 
fixing,”  racketeering,  money  laundering,  and/or  other  crimes  there,  1  am  asking  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to 
transfer  said  cases  to  a  different  district  and  county  respectively,  and  appoint  judges,  to  adjudicate  my 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  and  all  other  matters— vee  my  PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE. 

*If  the  petitioner  and/or  intervenor  wish  to  respond,  they  should  do  so  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the 
crime  spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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2.  I  am  petitioning  for  review  of  a  child  support  judgment  entered  in  this  divorce  case  on 
July  17,  2017,  which  is  automatically  void  for  any  one  of  numerous  reasons  alleged  in  the  eight 
parts  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW — summarized  as  follows. 

a.  PART  ONE  alleged  and  proved  that  my  marriage  to  the  petitioner  is  void,  ab  initio  and 
nunc  pro  tunc;  and  therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  child  support 
judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

b.  PART  TWO  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  I,  the  living  human  being,  John  Mark 

am  one  of  the  free,  sovereign  and  independent  people  of  the  united  States  of 
America,  am  not  a  “U.S.  Citizen”  or  the  fictitious  'person'  “JOHN  (the 

“strawman”)  named  as  the  respondent  in  this  action,  and  am  not  subject  to  the  “ de  facto ” 
corporate  government's  unconstitutional  statutes,  codes,  policies,  rules,  and  so  on;  and 
therefore,  all  orders  entered  in  this  divorce,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  are  void. 

c.  PART  THREE  alleged  and  proved,  again,  the  repeatedly  established  and  undisputed 
facts  that,  even  if  our  marriage  was  valid,  I  was  subject  to  these  divorce  proceedings,  the 
state  actors  are  legitimate  and  their  orders  are  valid,  my  child  support  obligations  are 
satisfied;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

d.  PART  FOUR  alleged  and  proved  the  facts  that  the  divorce  judge  did  not  base  the  child 
support  order  on  the  facts,  evidence,  or  controlling  law;  and  because  the  child  support  order, 
and  all  his  “Permanent  Orders,”  are  contrary  to  the  facts  and  law,  they  are  void;  and 
therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

e.  PART  FIVE  re-summarized  and  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  proving 
that  the  petitioner  (“Carol”),  her  attorney,  the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator,”  and  others, 
committed  multiple  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Permanent  Orders  in  this  divorce, 
especially  the  child  support  order,  any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  the  divorce 
orders  void;  and  therefore  all  orders  and  judgments  entered  in  this  divorce  are  void. 

f.  PART  SIX  re-alleged  and  referenced  evidence  already  on  the  record  proving  that  the 
“original  CFCs,”5  who  fixed  Carol's  divorce  against  me  in  all  respects,  knowingly  facilitated 
Carol's  frauds,  thefts  and  other  crimes,  any  one  of  which  automatically  rendered  their  orders 
void;  and  that  the  “present  CFCs,”6  who  are  currently  fixing  this  matter  against  me  in  all 
respects,  continued  to  knowingly  facilitate  said  crimes  in  2015/2016  and  are  still  knowingly 
facilitating  the  intervenor's  enforcement  of  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order, 
automatically  rendering  their  decisions  void,  including  the  judgment  under  review. 

g.  PART  SEVEN  re-alleged  and  reproved  that  Carol,  the  intervenor7,  and  the  original  and 
present  CFCs,  conspired  and  committed  hundreds  of  crimes  against  my  family  in  their  post¬ 
divorce  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  to  keep  their  “child  support  scam”  going,  to  maximize 
their  thefts  from  me  and  the  American  taxpayers,  and  to  accomplish  their  other  goals  in  their 

5  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER  (“CFC  M UNSINGER”),  then 
chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON  (“CFC  JACKSON”),  magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET  (“CFC  VOISINET”),  & 
magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON  (“CFC  NORTON”)— collectively,  the  “original  CFCs.” 

6  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  (“CFJD”)  magistrate  JAM1N  M  ALABISO  (“CFC  ALAB1SO”),  judge 
CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK  (“CFC  ZENISEK”),  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  (“CFC 
MCNULTY”),  and  county  attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS  (“CFC  DAVIS”)— collectively,  the  “present  CFCs.” 

7  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES  and  its  child  support  enforcement  office— 
Jefferson  County  Child  Support  Services  (“Jeffco-CSS”)  and  child  protection  office — Jefferson  County  Child 
Protective  Services  (“Jeffco-CPS”);  as  represented  by  the  Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office  (“Jeffco- Attorney”). 
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racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation  in  Jefferson  County,  any  one  of  which  caused 
loss  of  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  both  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV-D  case  and  rendered 
all  actions  and  decisions,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  void. 

h.  This  PART  EIGHT  alleges  and  proves  that  Carol,  the  intervenor,  and  the  present  CFCs 
attempted  to  secretly  enter  a  fraudulent  judgment  in  2005DR^^against  my  “strawman”  in 
the  amount  of  the  intervenor's  known  fictitious  arrears  balance,  starting  the  present  “case 
fixing  crime  spree,”  which  continues  to  this  day;  and  to  cover  up  their  treasonous  crimes  and 
in  retaliation  against  me  for  exposing  their  racketeering,  have  pulled  out  all  the  stops  and  are 
committing  blatant  crimes8  to  sabotage  this  petition  for  review  and  associated  appeals,  any 
one  of  which  caused  loss  of  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  both  the  divorce  case  and  Title  IV- 
D  case  and  rendered  all  actions  and  decisions,  including  the  judgment  under  review,  void. 

3.  In  the  “ Attachment ”  and  fully  incorporated  herein  are  “EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINTS”  and  some  of  the  EVIDENCE  proving  a  few  of  the  crimes  committed  by  the 
present  CFCs  and  a  growing  number  of  other  traitors  in  the  CFJD  and  appellate  clerks'  offices, 
which  is  the  focus  of  this  PART  EIGHT — see  periodic  updates  to  the  alleged  “case  fixing  crime 
spree  ”  and  “child  support  scam  ”  at  www.prosealliance.org/lst-iud-dist. 

4.  Also  incorporated  herein,  as  referenced,  are  laws  and  precedence  contained  in  my 
MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT  (“MEMO”)  below. 

5.  Also  incorporated  herein  are  the  undisputed  and  irrefutable  facts,  repeatedly  established 
with  evidence  on  the  record  in  this  case,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  following: 

a.  My  child  support  obligations  for  the  basic  needs — shelter,  food,  clothing,  education, 
and  any  other  necessity  for  raising  my  children — were  fully  satisfied  prior  to  Carol's  divorce. 

b.  Carol — aided  by  her  attorney  and  other  criminals — obtained  Permanent  Orders, 
including  the  child  support  order,  by  fraud,  automatically  rendering  the  divorce  orders  void. 

c.  Permanent  Orders  are  fraudulent  in  themselves,  and  therefore  void. 

d.  Permanent  Orders  are  contrary  to  the  facts,  evidence,  and  law,  and  therefore  void. 

e.  All  decisions  based  on  Permanent  Orders  are  void. 

f.  Carol,  the  intervenor,  the  CFCs,  and  everyone  else  intimately  involved  in  this  case,  have 
knowledge  of  the  foregoing  facts  and  were  given  several  opportunities  to  refute  said  facts  and 
to  rebut  the  evidence  proving  said  facts,  but  have  repeatedly  failed  to  do  so,  and  therefore  the 
foregoing  facts  and  all  other  undisputed  facts  established  and/or  reestablished  on  the  record 
in  this  case  by  PARTs  ONE-EIGHT  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  stand  as  the  truth. 

6.  In  April  2017,  my  youngest  child  turned  19  years  of  age. 

7.  In  May  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  Carol  and  Jeffco-CSS  legal  technician  KRISTIE 
WILLIAMSON  conspired  and  committed  multiple  perjuries  and  other  crimes  (see  COUNTS  1700- 
1712  and  evidence  on  pp  .17-19  in  Attachment),  in  a  legal  document  titled  “VERIFIED  ENTRY 
OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT,”  in  Title  IV-D  case for  filing  in  this  divorce  case 
2005DR^®  The  perjuries  were  evidently  conspired  with,  and  suborned  by,  Jeffco- Attorney 


This  PART  EIGHT  alleges  and  proves  many  but  not  all  of  the  crimes  recently  committed  against  my  family. 
In  the  event  a  hearing  is  necessary  in  this  action  to  set  aside  CFC  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  or  a  hearing 
is  necessary  on  my  EIGHTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DP*|>  I  will  allege 
and  prove  all  of  the  crimes  at  the  hearing(s),  and  I  reserve  all  rights  on  behalf  of  my  five  children  and  myself. 
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MARGARET  A.  DAVIS,  Title  IV-D  administrator  /  Jeffco-CSS  manager  ALVIN  TAFOYA  (see 
PART  SEVEN),  and  many  others. 

Any  one  of  these  crimes  rendered  CFC  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  void. 

8.  On  June  13,  2017,  DAVIS — obviously  in  conspiracy  with  Carol  and  WILLIAMSON,  and 
many  others — purposely  failed  to  sign  the  VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT, 
purposely  failed  to  attach  a  CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING  when  she  secretly  filed  said  document 
in  this  case  2005DK^®  purposely  failed  to  serve  a  copy  of  said  document  on  my  “strawman,” 
and  purposely  failed  to  mail  me  a  copy  of  said  document  when  I  first  announced  my  special 
appearance  in  this  case  and  requested  a  copy  in  my  08/01/17  MOTION  FOR  EXTENSION  OF 
TIME  TO  FILE  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  committing  fraud  upon  the  court  and  several  other  state 
and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  242-297  and  evidence  on  pp.  17-20  in  Attachment).  In  early- 
September,  however,  I  did  receive  a  copy  of  the  VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT 
from  Jeffco-CSS,  see  Attachment-p.20,  less  DAVIS’s  proposed  “ORDER  FOR  ENTRY  OF 
JUDGMENT,”  see  Attachment p.21,  which  I  received  along  with  ALABISO’s  07/17/17  judgment. 

Any  one  of  these  crimes  rendered  CFC  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment  void. 

9.  On  July  17,  2017,  CFC  ALABISO — acting  again  without  jurisdiction  or  authority,  due  to 
any  one  of  his  previous  crimes  against  my  family,  see  Attachment  pp.l  1-13,  but  admittedly,  see 
Attachment  p.20,  with  full  knowledge  of  the  undisputed  and  irrefutable  facts  in  this  case,  see  5 
above ,  and  knowing  full  well  that  Carol  and  WILLIAMSON  had  committed  perjury  and  DAVIS 
had  failed  to  attach  a  CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING  verifying  service  of  process — purposely  aided 
the  ongoing  “child  support  scam”  by  changing  the  title  of  the  VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT 
JUDGMENT  to  “the  Intervenor's  Verified  Entry  of  Support  Judgment  (Motion),”  purposely  failed 
to  provide  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matter,  and  secretly  entered  his  child  support 
judgment  in  the  amount  of  the  known  fictitious  and  void  arrears  balance,  committing  a  class  B 
federal  felony,  for  which  he  may  be  sentenced  to  25-years  in  prison,  and  numerous  other  state 
and  federal  crimes  (see  COUNTS  298-369  and  evidence  on  pp. 17-19  in  Attachment),  setting  in 
motion  the  present  “case  fixing  crime  spree.” 

Any  one  of  CFC  ALABISO's  crimes  rendered  his  child  support  judgment  void. 

10.  As  can  be  seen  in  the  excerpts  from  my  criminal  complaints  in  the  Attachment,  in 
complete  support  of  DAVIS  and  ALABISO's  blatant  crimes  to  enslave  me  with  another  fictitious 
obligation  and  to  cover  up  the  13-year  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  against  my  family,  CFC 
ZENISEK  and  CFC  MCNULTY,  in  conspiracy  with  CFJD's  clerks  and  appellate  clerks,  committed 
numerous  state  and  federal  crimes  to  sabotage  my  first  appeal  last  fall  (20 1 7C4^^Hf  and  more 
recently  to  sabotage  my  current  appeal  (2018CA®|| — all  in  an  attempt  to  “fix”  this  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW  against  me  and  to  hide  the  truth  now  on  the  record  (see  COUNTS  370-540  in 
Attachment  and  my  detailed  allegations  in  90-97  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  SEVEN. 

1 1 .  However,  all  that  is  needed  to  prove  the  invalidity  of  ALABISO's  child  support  judgment 
and  have  it  set  aside  is: 

a.  any  one  of  the  perjuries  or  other  frauds  upon  the  record  to  obtain  the  false  judgment,  or 

b.  DAVIS's  failure  to  serve  process  in  the  matter,  or 

c.  ALABISO's  failure  to  provide  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matter,  or 

d.  any  one  of  the  other  offenses  or  crimes  since  May  2017 — any  one  of  which  caused  loss 
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of  whatever  jurisdiction  and  authority  the  criminals  may  have  had  over  my  “strawman”  in 
both  the  Title  IV-D  case  and  in  this  divorce  case,  and  rendered  ALABISO's  child  support 
judgment  automatically  null  and  void,  by  operation  of  law,  ab  initio. 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds,  I  petition  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado 
Supreme  Court  to  hold  a  hearing  on  the  matters  presented  herein  (if  necessary;  see  ][  1),  to  make 
specific  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  on  the  matters  presented  herein,  and  to  enter  an 
order  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3)  setting  aside  the  child  support  judgment  entered  in  divorce 
case  2005  on  July  17,  2017;  together  with  such  other  and  further  sua  sponte  relief  deemed 

just,  reasonable,  appropriate,  and/or  necessary,  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^P-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  Laws  of  our  Land 
and  in  pursuance  thereof  the  Constitution  for  the  united  States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged 
in  this  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT  and  its  “ Attachment”  are  true  and  correct. 

DATED  this  30th  Day  of  March,  2018.  UCC  1-308:  All  Rights  Reserved- Without  Prejudice, 


By  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

TO  MY  FIVE  CHILDREN:  When  you  read  this,  know  that  I  loved  your  mom  very  much  in  spite 
of  her  problems  and  I  forgive  her  for  what  she  did  to  our  family;  your  mom's  sisters  and  friends 
and  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  and  the  many  officials  who  knowingly  aided  in  the  crime  spree  or 
looked  the  other  way,  however,  have  no  excuse.  Please  seek  and  stand  firm  in  the  truth  and  what 
you  know  is  right,  and  help  me  restore  our  family.  I  love  you  and  miss  you  very  much.  ~  Dad 


MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT 


Article  II-Constitution  of  the  State  of  Colorado 

Section  25.  Due  process  of  law.  No  person  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty  or  property,  without 
due  process  of  law. 

In  any  proceeding,  anywhere  in  our  country,  parties,  and  other  people  who  have  an  interest  in  the 
proceedings,  are  entitled  to  timely  notice  of  the  matter;  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matter; 
a  court  or  tribunal  of  competent  jurisdiction;  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of  law,  and  whatever 
other  adjudication  necessary,  by  a  fair,  impartial,  ethical,  and  legitimate  judge;  and  a  just 
decision  on  the  matter.  And  in  the  event  that  any  one  of  these  elements  of  due  process  are  denied 
or  neglected,  the  court  or  tribunal  loses  jurisdiction  and  its  decisions  are  rendered  void. 

ON  DUE  PROCESS  AND  VIOLATIONS  THEREOF: 

Notice,  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  fundamental  fairness: 

Due  process  implies  timely  notice  and  reasonable  opportunity  to  defend  rights.  Due  process  of 
law  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  includes  law  in  its  regular  course  of  administration  through 
courts  of  justice;  it  also  implies  that  any  individual  whose  life,  liberty,  or  property  may  be  affected  by 
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any  judicial  proceeding  shall  have  timely  notice  thereof  and  reasonable  opportunity  to  be  heard  in 
defense  of  his  rights.  In  re  Dolph,  17  Colo.  35,  28  P.  470  (1891);  Woodson  v.  Ingram,  173  Colo.  65, 
477  P.2d  455  (1970). 

Due  process  is  satisfied  by  providing  adequate  notice  of  opposing  claims,  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
defend  against  those  claims,  and  a  fair  and  impartial  decision.  Colo.  State  Bd.  of  Med.  Exam  'rs  v. 
Hoffner,  832  P.2d  1062  (Colo.  App.  1992). 

Due  process  of  law  is  summarized  constitutional  guarantee  of  respect  for  those  personal 
immunities  which  are  so  rooted  in  the  traditions  and  conscience  of  the  people  as  to  be  ranked  as 
fundamental,  or  are  implicit  in  the  concept  of  ordered  liberty.  Toland  v.  Strohl,  147  Colo.  577,  364 
P.2d  588  (1961). 

The  essence  of  procedural  due  process  is  fundamental  fairness.  This  embodies  adequate  advance 
notice  and  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  prior  to  state  action  resulting  in  deprivation  of  a  significant 
property  interest.  City  &  County  of  Denver  v.  Eggert,  647  P.2d  216  (Colo.  1982). 

An  open,  overt  hearing  before  a  fair  tribunal  is  basic  to  due  process.  Austin  v.  City  &  County  of 
Denver,  156  Colo.  180,  397  P.2d  743  (1964). 

And  there  cannot  be  due  process  of  law  unless  party  affected  has  his  day  in  court.  Due  process 
of  law  requires  that  those  parties  whose  interests  are  at  stake  be  before  the  court.  Hidden  Lake  Dev. 
Co.  v.  District  Court,  183  Colo.  168,  515  P.2d  632  (1973). 

Due  to  any  one  of  a  number  of  reasons  (see  herein  and  in  previous  parts  of  this  petition) — 
including  but  not  limited  to  any  one  of  their  denials  of  due  process — the  intervenor  lost  whatever 
jurisdiction  they  thought  they  had  over  my  “strawman”  in  the  Title  IV-D  case  and  the  CFCs  lost 
whatever  jurisdiction  they  thought  they  had  over  my  “strawman”  in  this  case;  but  the  operatives 
of  both  entities  knowingly  proceeded  without  competent  jurisdiction  from  the  start: 

[i emphasis  added\ : 

Due  process  of  law  affords  to  everyone  the  right  to  have  the  complaint,  in  any  proceeding  affecting 
his  property,  made  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  to  have  due  notice  thereof,  and  opportunity  to 
defend.  Brown  v.  City  of  Denver,  7  Colo.  305,  3  P.  455  (1884);  Archuleta  v.  Archuleta,  52  Colo.  601, 
123  P.  821  (1912). 

The  requirements  of  procedural  due  process  have  been  met  when  the  individual  concerned  is  under 
the  court's  jurisdiction  and  has  been  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard.  McFadzean  v.  Lohr,  152  Colo. 
31,  380  P.2d  20  (1963). 

The  elements  of  the  constitutional  guaranty  of  due  process  in  its  procedural  aspect  are  notice  and  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  or  defend  before  a  competent  tribunal  in  an  orderly  proceeding  adapted  to 
the  nature  of  the  case.  Colo.  State  Bd.  of  Med.  Exam'rs  v.  Palmer,  157  Colo.  40,  400  P.2d  914  (1965). 

My  children  and  I  are  protected,  at  least  according  to  the  law,  from  the  intervenor's  and  CFCs' 
lawlessness  and  arbitrary  exercise  of  unwarranted  power: 

Due  process  always  implies  hearing  or  trial  and  judgment.  It  secures  the  individual  from  the 
arbitrary  exercise  of  the  powers  of  government,  unrestrained  by  the  established  principles  of  private 
rights  and  distributive  justice.  People  v.  Max,  70  Colo.  100,  198  P.  150  (1921);  La  Plata  River  & 
Cherry  Creek  Ditch  Co.  v.  Hinderlider,  93  Colo.  128,  25  P.2d  187  (1933). 

The  due  process  clause  does  not  contemplate  that  a  state  may  make  binding  a  judgment  in  personam 
against  an  individual  or  corporate  defendant  with  which  the  state  has  no  contacts,  ties,  or  relations. 
Clemens  v.  District  Court,  154  Colo.  176,  390  P.2d  83  (1964). 

Carol's  perjury,  WILLIAMSON'S  perjuries,  and  everyone's  refusal  to  acknowledge  the  undisputed 
facts  in  this  case,  see  ][  5  above,  are  also  denials  of  due  process: 
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Perjured  testimony  and  suppressed  evidence  constitute  due  process  violations.  The  rights  of  the 
accused  were  violated  when  the  prosecution  offered  perjured  testimony  and  withheld  evidence 
favorable  to  the  accused.  DeLuzio  v.  People,  111  Colo.  389,  494  P.2d  589  (1972). 

For  any  one  of  the  denials  of  due  process  or  other  offenses  or  crimes,  ALABISO's  child  support 
judgment  in  this  case  is  void: 

In  order  that  a  valid  judgment  may  be  rendered  in  a  proceeding  in  rem  or  quasi  in  rem,  every  person 
who  has  an  interest  in  the  res  must  have  legal  notice  of  the  proceeding  and  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
Weber  v.  Williams,  137  Colo.  269,  324  P.2d  365  (1958).  [ emphasis  added] 

* 

All  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005  were  obtained  by  fraud,  are  fraudulent  in  themselves, 

or  are  based  upon  our  void  marriage  or  upon  previous  void  orders  in  this  case,  and  are  therefore 
automatically  null  and  void  by  operation  of  law. 

GROWING  LIST  OF  RELEVANT  CASE  LAW: 

FRAUD: 

“Fraud  destroys  the  validity  of  everything  into  which  it  enters,”  Nudd  v.  Burrows,  91  U.S.  426,  23  Led  286,290  (1875) 

“Fraud  vitiates  the  most  solemn  contracts,  documents,  and  even  judgments,”  U.S.  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.S.  61  (1878) 

Silence  can  only  be  equated  with  fraud  when  there  is  a  legal  and  moral  duty  to  speak  or  when  an  inquiry  left 
unanswered  would  be  intentionally  misleading.  U.S.  v.  Prudden,  424  F.2d.  1021  (1970);  U.S.  v.  Tweel,  550  F.  2d. 

297,  299,  300  (1977) 

FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT: 

In  Bulloch  v.  United  States,  763  F.2d  1115,  1 121  (10th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  stated,  “Fraud  upon  the  court  is  fraud 
which  is  directed  to  the  judicial  machinery  itself  and  is  not  fraud  between  the  parties  or  fraudulent  documents,  false 
statements  or  perjury  ...  It  is  where  the  court  or  a  member  is  corrupted  or  influenced  or  influence  is  attempted  or 
where  the  judge  has  not  performed  his  judicial  function  -  thus  where  the  impartial  functions  of  the  court  have  been 
directly  corrupted.” 

In  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co.  v.  Hartford-Empire  Co.,  322  U.S.  238  (1944),  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  decided  a 
case  involving  a  fraud  upon  a  lower  court  that  took  place  1 2  years  prior,  reestablishing  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
statute  of  limitations  for  fraud  upon  the  court,  and  stated,  “Every  element  of  the  fraud  here  disclosed  demands  the 
exercise  of  the  historic  power  of  equity  to  set  aside  fraudulently  begotten  judgments,”  solidifying  not  only  the 
inherent  power  of  the  lower  courts,  but  also  the  duty  of  the  lower  courts,  to  set  aside  orders  and  judgments  obtained 
by  fraud.  And  Mr.  Justice  Roberts  famously  opined:  “  No  fraud  is  more  odious  than  an  attempt  to  subvert  the 
administration  of  justice.” 

In  its'  analysis  of  a  4-year-old  alleged  fraud  upon  the  court  in  United  States  v.  Buck,  281  F.3d  1336  (10th  Cir.  2002), 
in  regards  to  “the  inherent  power  of  a  court  to  set  aside  its  judgment  if  procured  by  fraud  upon  the  court”  under  Rule 
60(b),  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  stated,  “the  court  may  assert  this  power  sua  sponte  . . .  There  is  no  time 
limit  for  such  proceedings,  nor  does  the  doctrine  of  laches  apply. 

“Fraud  upon  the  court”  makes  void  the  orders  and  judgments  of  that  court.  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  consistently 
held  that  a  void  order  is  void  at  all  times,  does  not  have  to  be  reversed  or  vacated  by  a  judge,  cannot  be  made  valid 
by  any  judge,  nor  does  it  gain  validity  by  the  passage  of  time.  The  order  is  void  ab  initio.  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  & 
Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.Ct.  1 16  (1920) 

VOID  ORDERS  &  JUDGMENTS: 

Judgments  entered  where  court  lacked  either  subject  matter  or  personal  jurisdiction,  or  that  were  otherwise  entered 
in  violation  of  due  process  of  law,  must  be  set  aside.  Orner.  V.  Shalala,  30  F.3d  1307  (Colo.  1994) 

Orders  and  judgments  entered  without  authority  and  jurisdiction  “are  not  “voidable”,  but  simply  “void”;  and  form  no 
bar  to  a  recovery  sought,  even  prior  to  a  reversal  in  opposition  to  them.  They  constitute  no  justification;  and  all 
persons  concerned  in  executing  such  judgments  or  sentences,  are  considered,  in  law,  as  trespassers.”  Elliot  v. 
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Piersol,  1  Pet.  328,  340,  26  U.S.  328,  340  (1828) 

A  party  may  have  a  court  vacate  a  void  order,  but  the  void  order  is  still  void  ab  initio,  whether  vacated  or  not;  a 
piece  of  paper  does  not  determine  whether  an  order  is  void,  it  just  memorializes  it,  makes  it  legally  binding  and 
voids  out  all  previous  orders  returning  the  case  to  the  date  prior  to  action  leading  to  void.  A  void  order  does  not  have 
to  be  reversed  by  any  court  to  be  a  void  order.  A  void  order  is  an  order  issued  without  jurisdiction  by  a  judge,  is  void 
ab  initio,  and  does  not  have  to  be  declared  void  by  a  judge  to  be  void.  This  principle  of  law  was  stated  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  as  “Courts  are  constituted  by  authority  and  they  cannot  go  beyond  that  power  delegated  to  them.  If 
they  act  beyond  that  authority,  and  certainly  in  contravention  of  it,  their  judgments  and  orders  are  regarded  as 
nullities.”  Valley  v.  Northern  Fire  and  Marine  Ins.  Co.,  254  U.S.  348,  41  S.  Ct.  116  (1920) 

Void  judgment  may  be  vacated  at  any  time  regardless  of  time  limits  established  by  rules  of  civil  procedure.  Don  J. 
Best  Trust  v.  Cherry  Creek  Nat.  Bank,  792  P.2d  302  (Colo.  App.  1990)  No  time  limit  applies  to  a  motion  under 
section  (b)(3).  Burton  v.  Colo.  Access,  2015  COA  111, _ P.3d _ . 

Where  a  judgment  is  set  aside  on  jurisdictional  grounds,  it  is  vacated  and  of  no  force  and  effect.  Weaver  Constr.  Co. 
v.  District  Court,  190  Colo.  227,  545  P.2d  1042  (1976). 

ON  DISQUALIFICATION: 

State  and  federal  law  require  the  disqualification  of  a  judge  under  certain  circumstances. 

C.R.C.P.  Rule  97  states  in  part,  “A  judge  shall  be  disqualified  in  an  action  in  which  he  is  interested  or  prejudiced.” 

[The  word  “shall”  removes  all  discretion  and  makes  disqualification  mandatory  under  the  circumstances  alleged 
in  my  repeated  motions  to  disqualify  the  case  fixing  criminals  in  this  case,  which,  as  everyone  involved  knows, 
go  far  past  just  'adverse  rulings'  and  allege  acts  and  omissions  to  pervert  the  administration  of  justice  against  me 
— e.g.  Zenisek's  intentional  failure  to  review  and  adjudicate  my  motion  to  modify  parental  responsibilities  prior 
to  Thanksgiving,  and,  for  another  example,  scheduling  the  hearing  on  my  motion  after  my  last-remaining  minor 
child  became  an  adult.] 

In  Liteky  v.  United  States,  1 14  S.Ct.  1 147,  1 162  (1994),  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  held  that 
“Disqualification  is  required  if  an  objective  observer  would  entertain  reasonable  questions  about  the  judge's 
impartiality.  If  a  judge's  attitude  or  state  of  mind  leads  a  detached  observer  to  conclude  that  a  fair  and  impartial 
hearing  is  unlikely,  the  judge  must  be  disqualified.” 

Positive  proof  of  the  partiality  of  a  judge  is  not  a  requirement,  only  the  appearance  of  partiality.  See  Liljeberg  v. 
Health  Services  Acquisition  Corp.,  486  U.S.  847,  108  S.Ct.  2194  (1988)  (what  matters  is  not  the  reality  of  bias  or 
prejudice  but  its  appearance). 

Under  28  U.S.C.  §  455(a),  “Any  justice,  judge,  or  magistrate  of  the  United  States  shall  disqualify  himself  in  any 
proceeding  in  which  his  partiality  might  reasonably  be  questioned.” 

[Again,  the  word  “shall”  requires  self-disqualification  by  wayward  judges.] 

In  United  States  v.  Balistrieri,  779  F.2d  1 191  (7th  Cir.  1985),  the  court  held  that  Section  455(a)  “is  directed  against 
the  appearance  of  partiality,  whether  or  not  the  judge  is  actually  biased  ...  is  not  intended  to  protect  litigants  from 
actual  bias  in  their  judge  but  rather  to  promote  public  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  the  judicial  process.” 

[Public  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  judges  and  magistrates  would  sink 
even  lower  than  it  is  if  the  People  of  Jefferson  and  Gilpin  Counties  knew  what  the  case  fixing  criminals  did  to 
my  family  or  knew  about  the  smallest  fraction  of  their  case  fixing,  racketeering  and  money  laundering.] 

The  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  and  has  reaffirmed  the  principle  that  “justice  must  satisfy  the  appearance  of  justice,” 
Levine  v.  United  States,  362  U.S.  610,  80  S.Ct.  1038  (I960),  citing  Offutt  v.  United  States,  348  U.S.  11,  14,  75  S.Ct. 
11,13  (1954). 

In  Pfizer  v.  Lord,  456  F.2d  532  (8th  Cir.  1972),  the  court  stated,  “It  is  important  that  the  litigant  not  only  actually 
receive  justice,  but  that  he  believes  that  he  has  received  justice.” 

[In  this  case,  I  have  never  received  justice;  in  fact,  not  one  of  my  claims  has  ever  been  adjudicated;  all  of  my 
claims  have  been  denied  on  technicalities  without  any  adjudication  on  the  merits.] 

The  court  in  Taylor  v.  O'Grady,  888  F.2d  1189  (7th  Cir.  1989),  noted  that  Section  455(a)  “requires  a  judge  to  recuse 
himself’  and  found  that  “[rjecusal  under  Section  455  is  self-executing;  a  party  need  not  fde  affidavits  in  support  of 
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recusal  and  the  judge  is  obligated  to  recuse  herself  sua  sponte  under  the  stated  circumstances.”  In  Balistrieri,  the 
court  stated  that  455(a)  “imposes  a  duty  on  the  judge  to  act  sua  sponte,  even  if  no  motion  or  affidavit  is  filed.” 

Judges  do  not  have  discretion  when  grounds  for  disqualification  are  apparent.  Should  a  judge  fail  to  disqualify 
himself,  then  the  judge  displays  yet  another  appearance  of  partiality  in  the  case,  “is  in  violation  of  the  Due  Process 
Clause,”  United  States  v.  Sciuto,  521  F.2d  842,  845  (7th  Cir.  1996)  (The  right  to  a  tribunal  free  from  bias  and 
prejudice  is  based,  not  on  section  144,  but  on  the  Due  Process  Clause),  and  renders  his  own  orders  void. 

[Each  of  the  case  fixing  criminals  had  a  legal  duty  to  disqualify  themselves  in  this  case  long  before  I  filed 
motions  for  that  purpose,  but  instead  knowingly  proceeded  without  authority  or  jurisdiction,  committing  serious 
state  and  federal  crimes,  including  treason.] 

ON  CHILD  SUPPORT: 

Any  competent  attorney  or  judge  knows  that  minor  children  need  various  kinds  of  support  following  a  divorce: 
financial,  emotional,  educational,  etc.  Neither  CFC  HUGGER  nor  any  of  the  other  CFCs  considered  or  even 
acknowledged  my  children's  needs — if  they  had,  there  would  have  been  no  child  support  order  in  this  case. 

Needs  of  the  children  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  child  support  obligations.  Wright  v.  Wright, 
182  Colo.  425,  514  P.2d  73  (1973);  In  re  Van  Inwegen,  757  P.2d  1118  (Colo.  App.  1988). 

Because  the  children's  needs  are  of  paramount  importance  in  determining  the  child  support  obligation,  in 
calculating  the  appropriate  amount  of  child  support,  the  court  should  look  at,  among  other  things,  the  costs  of 
food,  shelter,  clothing,  medical  care,  education,  and  recreational  costs  at  the  level  enjoyed  before  the 
dissolution.  In  re  Schwaab  and  Rollins,  794  P.2d  1112  (Colo.  App.  1990). 

Deviating  from  the  child  support  guidelines  requires  certain  documentation.  Neither  CFC  HUGGER  nor  CFC 
MUNSINGER  stated  any  reason  or  cited  any  authority  to  deviate  from  the  guidelines. 

If  trial  court  deviates  from  the  guidelines,  it  is  required  to  make  findings  that  application  of  the  guidelines 
would  be  inequitable  and  specifying  the  reasons  for  the  deviation.  In  re  Marshall,  781  P.2d  177  (Colo.  App. 
1989),  cert,  denied,  794  P.2d  101 1  (Colo.  1990). 

The  guidelines  for  calculating  child  support  require  a  com!  to  calculate  a  monthly  amount  of  child  support 
based  on  the  parties'  combined  adjusted  gross  income,  In  re  Aldrich,  945  P.2d  1370  (Colo.  1997). 

In  a  divorce  action,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  care,  custody,  and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  the  court, 
at  the  time  of  making  an  award  for  the  minor  children,  was  obligated  to  appraise  conditions  as  they  exist  at  the 
time  of  the  presentation.  Brown  v.  Brown,  131  Colo.  467,  283  P.2d  951  (1955);  Watson  v.  Watson,  135  Colo. 
296,  310  P.2d  554  (1957);  Garrow  v.  Garrow,  152  Colo.  480,  382  P.2d  809  (1963);  In  re  Serfoss,  642  P.2d  44 
(Colo.  App.  1981);  In  reMcKendry,  735  P.2d  908  (Colo.  App.  1986). 

MUNSINGER  should  have  deviated  from  the  guidelines  to  merely  acknowledge  that  my  child  support  obligations 
were  satisfied: 

Trial  court  may  deviate  from  the  child  support  guidelines  set  forth  in  this  section  if  the  application  of  such 
guidelines  would  be  inequitable,  In  re  English,  757  P.2d  1 130  (Colo.  App.  1988);  In  re  Hoffman,  878  P.2d  103 
(Colo.  App.  1994);  In  re  Andersen,  895  P.2d  1161  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

Colorado's  laws  and  precedence  protect  my  children  and  me  from  CFC  HUGGER  and  the  other  case  fixing 
criminals'  conspiracies  and  crimes  to  enslave  me  under  color  of  law  with  a  grossly-unfair  child  support  order  and 
then  criminalize  me  when  I  could  not  pay  it: 

Determination  of  conscionability  of  support  provisions.  To  determine  whether  the  child  support  . . .  [is]  fair, 
reasonable,  and  just,  a  trial  court  should  consider  and  apply  all  the  criteria  provided  by  the  general  assembly  for 
judicial  evaluation  of  the  provisions  of  property  settlement  agreements:  the  economic  circumstances  of  the 
parties,  §  14-10-1 12:  the  division  of  property,  §  14-10-1 13(1):  and  the  provisions  for  maintenance,  §  14-10- 
114111.  In  re  Carney,  631  P.2d  1 173  (Colo.  1981). 

In  making  its  award  of  child  support,  a  trial  court  must  weigh  the  father's  ability  to  pay  against  the  reasonable 
needs  of  the  children.  Berge  v.  Berge,  33  Colo.  App.  376,  522  P.2d  752  (1974),  affd,  189  Colo.  103,  536  P.2d 
1135  (1975). 

Where  the  father's  income,  while  substantial,  is  limited  and  subject  to  numerous  demands,  an  order 
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contemplating  only  the  needs  of  the  child  and  not  bearing  any  relationship  to  the  ability  of  the  father  to  pay,  and 
that  could  possibly  become  confiscatory  of  all  of  the  father's  available  resources,  is  not  valid.  Van  Orman  v. 

Van  Orman,  30  Colo.  App.  177,  492  P.2d  81  (1971). 

Estimates  of  children's  expenses  to  be  considered.  A  trial  court  should  not  determine  the  amount  of  child 
support  to  be  paid  by  a  husband  based  solely  on  some  amount  that  it  feels  is  commensurate  with  his  income  but 
should  make  the  determination  on  evidence  that  includes  estimates  of  the  actual  needs  and  expenses  of  the 
children  involved.  In  re  Berry’,  660  P.2d  512  (Colo.  App.  1983). 

Where  there  was  no  verification  of  the  father's  income  as  required  by  this  section,  the  trial  court  was  directed  to 
take  additional  evidence  to  determine  the  income  and  to  modify  the  support  order.  In  re  Velasquez,  773  P.2d 
635  (Colo.  App.  1989). 

MUNSINGER's  Imputation  of  Income  in  this  case  is  also  clearly  illegal: 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  found  that  the  threat  and  enactment  of  legal  process  to  compel 
employment,  i.e.  imputing  income,  is  involuntary  servitude  prohibited  by  the  Thirteenth  Amendment.  Clyatt  v. 
United  States  (1905)  197  US  205,  25  S.  Ct.  429;  United  States  v.  Kozminsky  (1988)  487  US  931,  108  S.  Ct. 

2751 

Holding  someone  in  a  state  of  “peonage”  defined  by  Congress  is  a  crime  under  18  USC  §  1581,  and  42  USC  § 
2002  makes  illegal  the  use  of  state  law  to  hold  a  person  in  service  of  labor  as  a  “peon”  in  liquidation  of  any 
debt,  obligation  or  otherwise. 

The  general  assembly  intended  income  imputation  to  be  an  important  exception  to  the  normal  rule  of 
computation  based  on  actual  gross  income  of  the  parent.  This  exception  applies  when  the  parent  shirks  his  or 
her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain. 
The  legislature  meant  this  exception  to  prevent  detriment  to  children  by  deterring  parents  from  making 
employment  choices  that  do  not  account  for  their  children's  welfare.  Nevertheless,  the  general  assembly 
intended  courts  to  approach  income  imputation  with  caution.  People  v.  Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo.  2003). 

In  order  to  impute  income  based  upon  a  parent's  voluntary  underemployment,  the  trial  court  must  examine  all 
relevant  factors  bearing  on  whether  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably 
foregoing  higher  paying  employment  that  he  or  she  could  obtain,  and,  if  the  parent  is,  the  trial  court  must 
determine  what  he  or  she  can  reasonably  earn  and  contribute  to  the  child's  support.  If  the  trial  court  does  not 
find  that  the  parent  is  shirking  his  or  her  child  support  obligation  by  unreasonably  foregoing  higher  paying 
employment,  the  court  should  calculate  the  amount  of  child  support  from  actual  gross  income  only.  People  v. 
Martinez,  70  P.3d  474  (Colo  2003). 

The  court  must  make  findings  sufficient  to  support  a  determination  of  underemployment.  Imputing  support 
without  factual  findings  supporting  a  determination  of  underemployment  is  in  error.  In  re  Martin,  42  P.3d  75 
(Colo.  App.  2002). 

Father  not  underemployed  where  mother  presented  no  evidence  that  employment  at  income  previously  earned 
by  father  was  available  to  him,  no  evidence  of  alternative  employment  at  a  higher  level  of  remuneration  than  he 
presently  earned,  and  no  evidence  that  support  to  the  children  had  been  unreasonably  reduced.  In  re  Campbell, 
905  P.2d  19  (Colo.  App.  1995). 

SOVEREIGNTY  &  STATE  ABUSES  OF  IT: 

“The  individual  may  stand  upon  his  constitutional  rights  as  a  citizen.  He  is  entitled  to  carry  on  his  private  business  in 
his  own  way.  His  power  to  contract  is  unlimited.  He  owes  no  duty  to  the  State  or  to  his  neighbors  to  divulge  his 
business,  or  to  open  his  doors  to  an  investigation,  so  far  as  it  may  tend  to  incriminate  him.  He  owes  no  such  duty  to 
the  State,  since  he  receives  nothing  therefrom  beyond  the  protection  of  his  life  and  property.  His  rights  are  such  as 
existed  by  the  law  of  the  land  long  antecedent  to  the  organization  of  the  State,  and  can  only  be  taken  from  him  by 
due  process  of  law,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution.  Among  his  rights  are  a  refusal  to  incriminate  himself 
and  the  immunity  of  himself  and  his  property  from  arrest  or  seizure  except  under  a  warrant  of  the  law.  He  owes 
nothing  to  the  public  so  long  as  he  does  not  trespass  upon  their  rights.”  Hale  v.  Henkel,  201  U.S.  43  (1906) 

Constitutions  recognize  natural  rights.  The  constitutions  of  the  state  and  the  nation  recognize  unenumerated  rights 
of  natural  endowment.  Colo.  Anti-Discrimination  Comm'n  v.  Case,  151  Colo.  235,  380  P.2d  34  (1962). 

“No  state  shall  convert  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  license  it,  and  attach  a  fee  to  it,”  Murdock  v.  Pennsylvania,  319  US 
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105  (1943). 

“If  the  state  converts  a  liberty  into  a  privilege,  the  citizen  can  engage  in  the  right  with  impunity,”  Shuttlesworth  v. 
Birmingham ,  373  US  262  (1969) 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  on  this  3 1st  Day  of  March  2018,  true  and  accurate  copies  of  the  foregoing  PETITION 
FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT  and  its  “ Attachment' ’  were  served  upon  the  petitioner  and  the 
intervenor,  by  placing  said  documents  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  to: 

JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

And,  I  certify  that  the  foregoing  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT  is  included  in  my 
“SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS”  accompanying  my  “PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE”  to 
the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 


By  Affiant: 


John  Mark! 
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Attachment  to  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT 

LIST  OF  CRIMES,  EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS  (p.10),  and  some  of  the 
EVIDENCE  (p.17)  proving  numerous  crimes  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals  ”  and  co-conspirators. 
Prepared  for  divorce  case  200 5DP^^by  Affiant  John  Mark^^^^^in  March  2018. 

LIST  OF  CRIMES: 

The  present  “case  fixing  criminals”  (“CFCs”) — Colorado  First  Judicial  District  (“CFJD”)  magistrate 
JAMIN  M  ALABISO  (“CFC  ALABISO”),  judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK  (“CFC 
ZENISEK”),  and  chief  judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY  (“CFC  MCNULTY”),  collectively  the 
“present  CFCs” — in  conspiracy  with  the  “INTERVENOR”  in  the  divorce  case  and  a  growing  army  of 
other  “traitors”  in  the  district  court  and  appellate  clerks'  offices  and  other  COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON 
and  STATE  OF  COLORADO  offices,  as  named  herein,  committed  numerous  state  and  federal  crimes 
against  my  family  to  “fix”  my  actions  against  me  since  October  2015,  including  but  not  limited  to: 

COLORADO  CRIMES:  {emphasis  added) 

C.R.S.  §  26-1-127  Fraudulent  acts 

(l)Any  person  who  obtains  or  any  person  who  willfully  aids  or  abets  another  to  obtain  public  assistance  or  vendor 
payments  or  medical  assistance  as  defined  in  this  title  to  which  the  person  is  not  entitled  or  in  an  amount  greater  than 
that  to  which  the  person  is  justly  entitled  or  payment  of  any  forfeited  installment  grants  or  benefits  to  which  the  person 
is  not  entitled  or  in  a  greater  amount  than  that  to  which  the  person  is  entitled ,  by  means  of  a  willfully  false  statement 
or  representation ,  or  by  impersonation,  or  by  any  other  fraudulent  device,  commits  the  crime  of  theft,  which  crime 
shall  be  classified  in  accordance  with  section  18-4-401  (2),  C.R.S. ,  and  which  crime  shall  be  punished  as  provided  in 
section  18-1.3-401.  C.R.S.,  if  the  crime  is  classified  as  a  felony,  or  section  18-1.3-501.  C.R.S.,  if  the  crime  is  classified 
as  a  misdemeanor.  To  the  extent  not  otherwise  prohibited  by  state  or  federal  law,  any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection  (1)  is  disqualified  from  participation  in  any  public  assistance  program  under  article  2  of  this  title  for 
one  year  for  a  first  offense,  two  years  for  a  second  offense,  and  permanently  for  a  third  or  subsequent  offense.  Such 
disqualification  is  mandatory  and  is  in  addition  to  any  other  penalty  imposed  by  law. 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-101  Criminal  attempt 

(1)  A  person  commits  criminal  attempt  if,  acting  with  the  kind  of  culpability  otherwise  required  for  commission  of  an 
offense,  he  engages  in  conduct  constituting  a  substantial  step  toward  the  commission  of  the  offense... 

(2)  A  person  who  engages  in  conduct  intending  to  aid  another  to  commit  an  offense  commits  criminal  attempt  if  the 
conduct  would  establish  his  complicity  under  section  18-1-603  were  the  offense  committed  by  the  other  person,  even  if 
the  other  is  not  guilty  of  committing  or  attempting  the  offense  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  Conspiracy 

(1)  A  person  commits  conspiracy  to  commit  a  crime  if,  with  the  intent  to  promote  or  facilitate  its  commission,  he  agrees 
with  another  person  or  persons  that  they,  or  one  or  more  of  them,  will  engage  in  conduct  which  constitutes  a  crime  or  an 
attempt  to  commit  a  crime,  or  he  agrees  to  aid  the  other  person  or  persons  in  the  planning  or  commission  of  a  crime  or  of 
an  attempt  to  commit  such  crime  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-2-301  Criminal  solicitation 

(1)  ...  a  person  is  guilty  of  criminal  solicitation  if  he  or  she  commands,  induces,  entreats,  or  otherwise  attempts  to 
persuade  another  person,  or  offers  his  or  her  services  or  another's  services  to  a  third  person,  to  commit  a  felony,  whether 
as  principal  or  accomplice,  with  intent  to  promote  or  facilitate  the  commission  of  that  crime,  and  under  circumstances 
strongly  corroborative  of  that  intent  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-207  Criminal  extortion  -  aggravated  extortion 
(1)  A  person  commits  criminal  extortion  if: 

(a)  The  person,  without  legal  authority  and  with  the  intent  to  induce  another  person  against  that  other  person's  will  to 
perfonn  an  act  or  to  refrain  from  perfonning  a  lawful  act,  makes  a  substantial  threat  to  confine  or  restrain,  cause 
economic  hardship  or  bodily  injury  to,  or  damage  the  property  or  reputation  of,  the  threatened  person  or  another 
person;  ... 
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C.R.S.  §  18-3-303  False  imprisonment 

(1)  Any  person  who  knowingly  confines  or  detains  another  without  the  other's  consent  and  without  proper  legal  authority 
commits  false  imprisonment  . . . 

(2)  False  imprisonment  is  a  class  2  misdemeanor;  except  that  false  imprisonment  is  a  class  5  felony  if:  ... 

(a)  The  person  confines  or  detains  the  other  person  for  twelve  hours  or  longer.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-503  Coercion  of  involuntary  servitude 

(1)  A  person  commits  coercion  of  involuntary  servitude  if  he  or  she  coerces  another  person  to  perform  labor  or  services 
by:  ... 

(c)  Threatening  serious  harm  or  physical  restraint  against  that  person  or  another  person;  . . . 

(e)  Abusing  or  threatening  abuse  of  law  or  the  legal  process  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-3-602  Stalking  -  penalty  -  definitions 

(1)  A  person  commits  stalking  if  directly,  or  indirectly  through  another  person,  the  person  knowingly: 

(a)  Makes  a  credible  threat  to  another  person  and,  in  connection  with  the  threat,  repeatedly  follows,  approaches, 
contacts,  or  places  under  surveillance  that  person  . . . 

(b)  Makes  a  credible  threat  to  another  person  and,  in  connection  with  the  threat,  repeatedly  makes  any  form  of 
communication  with  that  person  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-501  Criminal  mischief 

(1)  A  person  who  knowingly  damages  the  real  or  personal  property  of  one  or  more  other  persons  . . .  [w]here  the  aggregate 
damage  to  the  real  or  personal  property  is  twenty  thousand  dollars  or  more,  the  person  commits  a  class  3  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-4-502  First  degree  criminal  trespass 

A  person  commits  the  crime  of  first  degree  criminal  trespass  if  such  person  knowingly  and  unlawfully  enters  or  remains 
in  a  dwelling  of  another  or  if  such  person  enters  any  motor  vehicle  with  intent  to  commit  a  crime  therein.  First  degree 
criminal  trespass  is  a  class  5  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-102  Forgery 

(1)  A  person  commits  forgery,  if,  with  intent  to  defraud,  such  person  falsely  makes,  completes,  alters,  or  utters  a  written 
instrument  which  is  or  purports  to  be,  or  which  is  calculated  to  become  or  to  represent  if  completed:... 

(c)  A  deed,  will,  codicil,  contract,  assignment,  commercial  instrument,  promissory  note,  check,  or  other 
instrument  which  does  or  may  evidence,  create,  transfer,  terminate,  or  otherwise  affect  a  legal  right,  interest, 
obligation,  or  status',  or  . . . 

(d)  4  public  record  or  an  instrument  filed  or  required  by  law  to  be  filed  or  legally  fileable  in  or  with  a  public  office 
or  public  servant;  or 

(e)  A  written  instrument  officially  issued  or  created  by  a  public  office,  public  servant,  or  government  agency  ,  or  ... 

(2)  Forgery  is  a  class  5  felony.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-105  Criminal  possession  of  a  forged  instrument 

A  person  commits  a  class  6  felony  when,  with  knowledge  that  it  is  forged  and  with  intent  to  use  to  defraud,  such  person 
possesses  any  forged  instrument  of  a  kind  described  in  section  18-5-102. 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-114  Offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording 

(1)  A  person  commits  offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording  in  the  first  degree  if,  knowing  that  a  written  instrument 
relating  to  or  affecting  real  or  personal  property  or  directly  affecting  contractual  relationships  contains  a  material  false 
statement  or  material  false  information,  and  with  intent  to  defraud,  he  presents  or  offers  it  to  a  public  office  or  a  public 
employee,  with  the  knowledge  or  belief  that  it  will  be  registered,  filed,  or  recorded  or  become  a  part  of  the  records  of  that 
public  office  or  public  employee.  ... 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-209  Issuing  a  false  financial  statement  -  obtaining  a  financial  transaction  device  by  false 
statements 

(1)  A  person  commits  issuing  a  false  financial  statement  if,  with  intent  to  defraud,  he: 

...  (b)  Represents  in  writing  that  a  written  instrument  purporting  to  describe  another  person's  financial  condition  or 
ability  to  pay  as  of  a  prior  date  is  accurate  with  respect  to  that  person's  current  financial  condition  or  ability  to  pay, 
knowing  the  instrument  to  be  materially  false  in  that  respect  and  reasonably  relied  upon. 
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C.R.S.  §  18-5-902  Identity  theft 

(1)  A  person  commits  identity  theft  if  he  or  she: 

(a)  Knowingly  uses  the  personal  identifying  information,  financial  identifying  information,  or  financial  device  of 
another  without  permission  or  lawful  authority  with  the  intent  to  obtain  cash,  credit,  property,  services,  or  any  other 
thing  of  value  or  to  make  a  financial  payment; 

(b)  Knowingly  possesses  the  personal  identifying  information,  financial  identifying  information,  or  financial  device 
of  another  without  permission  or  lawful  authority,  with  the  intent  to  use  or  to  aid  or  permit  some  other  person  to  use 
such  information  or  device  to  obtain  cash,  credit,  property,  services,  or  any  other  thing  of  value  . . . 

(c)  With  the  intent  to  defraud,  falsely  makes,  completes,  alters,  or  utters  a  written  instrument  or  financial  device 
containing  any  personal  identifying  information  or  financial  identifying  information  of  another; 

(d)  Knowingly  possesses  the  personal  identifying  infonnation  or  financial  identifying  infonnation  of  another  without 
permission  or  lawful  authority  to  use  in  applying  for  or  completing  an  application  for  a  financial  device  or  other 
extension  of  credit; 

(e)  Knowingly  uses  or  possesses  the  personal  identifying  information  of  another  without  permission  or  lawful 
authority  with  the  intent  to  obtain  a  government-issued  document;  . . . 

(2)  Identity  theft  is  a  class  4  felony.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-5-904  Gathering  identity  information  by  deception 

(1)  A  person  commits  gathering  identity  information  by  deception  if  he  or  she  knowingly  makes  or  conveys  a  materially 
false  statement,  without  permission  or  lawful  authority,  with  the  intent  to  obtain,  record,  or  access  the  personal 
identifying  infonnation  or  financial  identifying  information  of  another.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-6-401  Child  abuse 

(1)  (a )  A  person  commits  child  abuse  if  such  person  causes  an  injury  to  a  child's  life  or  health,  or  permits  a  child  to  be 
unreasonably  placed  in  a  situation  that  poses  a  threat  of  injury  to  the  child's  life  or  health,  or  engages  in  a  continued 
pattern  of  conduct  that  results  in  . . .  cruel  punishment,  mistreatment . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3  Definitions 

(1)  "Domestic  violence"  means  an  act  or  threatened  act  of  violence  upon  a  person  with  whom  the  actor  is  or  has  been 
involved  in  an  intimate  relationship.  "Domestic  violence"  also  includes  any  other  crime  against  a  person,  or  against 
property,  including  an  animal,  or  any  municipal  ordinance  violation  against  a  person,  or  against  property,  including  an 
animal,  when  used  as  a  method  of  coercion,  control,  punishment,  intimidation,  or  revenge  directed  against  a  person 
with  whom  the  actor  is  or  has  been  involved  in  an  intimate  relationship. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  Accessory  to  a  crime 

(1)  A  person  is  an  accessory  to  crime  if,  with  intent  to  hinder,  delay,  or  prevent  the  discovery,  detection,  apprehension, 
prosecution,  conviction,  or  punishment  of  another  for  the  commission  of  a  crime,  he  renders  assistance  to  such  person. 


C.R.S.  §  18-8-108  Compounding 

(1 )  A  person  commits  compounding  if  he  accepts  or  agrees  to  accept  any  pecuniary  benefit  as  consideration  for: 

(a)  Refraining  from  seeking  prosecution  of  an  offender; 

(b)  Refraining  from  reporting  to  law  enforcement  authorities  the  commission  or  suspected  commission  of  any  crime 
or  information  relating  to  a  crime.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-111  False  reporting  to  authorities 

(1 )  A  person  commits  false  reporting  to  authorities,  if  . . . 

(b)  He  or  she  makes  a  report  or  knowingly  causes  the  transmission  of  a  report  to  law  enforcement  authorities  of  a 
crime  or  other  incident  within  their  official  concern  when  he  knows  that  it  did  not  occur;  or 

(c)  He  or  she  makes  a  report  or  knowingly  causes  the  transmission  of  a  report  to  law  enforcement  authorities 
pretending  to  furnish  information  relating  to  an  offense  or  other  incident  within  their  official  concern  when  he  or  she 
knows  . . .  that  the  information  is  false;  or  . . . 

(2)  False  reporting  to  authorities  is  a  class  3  misdemeanor. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-113  Impersonating  a  public  servant 

( 1 )  A  person  commits  impersonating  a  public  servant  if  he  falsely  pretends  to  be  a  public  servant  other  than  a  peace 
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officer  and  performs  any  act  in  that  pretended  capacity.  . . . 


C.R.S.  §  18-8-114  Abuse  of  public  records 

(1)  A  person  commits  a  class  1  misdemeanor  if: 

(a)  The  person  knowingly  makes  a  false  entry  in  or  falsely  alters  any  public  record;  or 

(b)  Knowing  the  person  lacks  the  authority  to  do  so,  the  person  knowingly  destroys,  mutilates,  conceals,  removes,  or 
impairs  the  availability  of  any  public  record;  or 

(c)  Knowing  the  person  lacks  the  authority  to  retain  the  record,  the  person  refuses  to  deliver  up  a  public  record  in  the 
person's  possession  upon  proper  request  of  any  person  lawfully  entitled  to  receive  such  record;  or  . . . 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  "public  record"  includes  all  official  books,  papers,  or  records  created,  received,  or 
used  by  or  in  any  governmental  office  or  agency. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-115  Duty  to  report  a  crime  -  liability  for  disclosure 

It  is  the  duty  of  every  corporation  or  person  who  has  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  that  a  crime  has  been  committed  to 
report  promptly  the  suspected  crime  to  law  enforcement  authorities.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-308  Failing  to  disclose  a  conflict  of  interest 

(1)  A  public  servant  commits  failing  to  disclose  a  conflict  of  interest  if  he  exercises  any  substantial  discretionary  function 
in  connection  with  a  government  contract,  purchase,  payment,  or  other  pecuniary  transaction  without  having  given 
seventy-two  hours'  actual  advance  written  notice  to  the  secretary  of  state  and  to  the  governing  body  of  the  government 
which  employs  the  public  servant  of  the  existence  of  a  known  potential  conflicting  interest  of  the  public  servant  in  the 
transaction  with  reference  to  which  he  is  about  to  act  in  his  official  capacity. 

(2)  A  "potential  conflicting  interest"  exists  when  the  public  servant  is  a  director,  president,  general  manager,  or  similar 
executive  officer  or  owns  or  controls  directly  or  indirectly  a  substantial  interest  in  any  nongovernmental  entity 
participating  in  the  transaction. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-403  Official  oppression 

(1 )  A  public  servant,  while  acting  or  purporting  to  act  in  an  official  capacity  or  taking  advantage  of  such  actual  or 
purported  capacity,  commits  official  oppression  if,  with  actual  knowledge  that  his  conduct  is  illegal,  he: 

(a)  Subjects  another  to  arrest,  detention,  search,  seizure,  mistreatment,  dispossession,  assessment,  or  lien;... 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-404  First  degree  official  misconduct 

(1 )  A  public  servant  commits  first  degree  official  misconduct  if,  with  intent  to  obtain  a  benefit  for  the  public  servant  or 
another  or  maliciously  to  cause  harm  to  another,  he  or  she  knowingly: 

(a)  Commits  an  act  relating  to  his  office  but  constituting  an  unauthorized  exercise  of  his  official  function;  or 

(b)  Refrains  from  performing  a  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  law;  or 

(c)  Violates  any  statute  or  lawfully  adopted  rule  or  regulation  relating  to  his  office.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-406  Issuing  a  false  certificate 

A  person  commits  a  class  6  felony,  if,  being  a  public  servant  authorized  by  law  to  make  and  issue  official  certificates  or 
other  official  written  instruments,  he  makes  and  issues  such  an  instrument  containing  a  statement  which  he  knows  to  be 
false. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  Peijury  in  the  first  degree 

(1 )  A  person  commits  perjury  in  the  first  degree  if  in  any  official  proceeding  he  knowingly  makes  a  materially  false 
statement,  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true,  under  an  oath  required  or  authorized  by  law.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-503  Peijury  in  the  second  degree 

(1 )  A  person  commits  perjury  in  the  second  degree  if,  other  than  in  an  official  proceeding,  with  an  intent  to  mislead  a 
public  servant  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  he  makes  a  materially  false  statement,  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true, 
under  an  oath  required  or  authorized  by  law.  . . . 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-610  Tampering  with  physical  evidence 

(1 )  A  person  commits  tampering  with  physical  evidence  if,  believing  that  an  official  proceeding  is  pending  or  about  to  be 
instituted  and  acting  without  legal  right  or  authority,  he: 

(a)  Destroys,  mutilates,  conceals,  removes,  or  alters  physical  evidence  with  intent  to  impair  its  verity  or  availability 
in  the  pending  or  prospective  official  proceeding;  or 
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(b)  Knowingly  makes,  presents,  or  offers  any  false  or  altered  physical  evidence  with  intent  that  it  be  introduced  in 
the  pending  or  prospective  official  proceeding.  . . . 

(3)  Tampering  with  physical  evidence  is  a  class  6  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-8-707  Tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim 

(1)  A  person  commits  tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim  if  he  intentionally  attempts  without  bribery  or  threats  to  induce 
a  witness  or  victim  or  a  person  he  believes  is  to  be  called  to  testify  as  a  witness  or  victim  in  any  official  proceeding  or 
who  may  be  called  to  testify  as  a  witness  to  or  victim  of  any  crime  to: 

(a)  Testify  falsely  or  unlawfully  withhold  any  testimony;  . . . 

(2)  Tampering  with  a  witness  or  victim  is  a  class  4  felony. 

C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  Treason 

(1)  A  person  commits  treason  if  he  levies  war  against  the  state  of  Colorado  or  adheres  to  its  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and 
comfort.  ... 

(2)  Treason  is  a  class  1  felony. 

C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109  Organized  crime 

. . .  "Enterprise"  means  any  individual ,  sole  proprietorship,  partnership,  corporation ,  trust,  or  other  legal  entity  or  any 
chartered  union,  association,  or  group  of  individuals,  associated  in  fact  although  not  a  legal  entity,  and  shall  include 
illicit  as  well  as  licit  enterprises  and  governmental  as  well  as  other  entities  . . . 

. . .  "Racketeering  activity"  means  to  commit,  to  attempt  to  commit,  to  conspire  to  commit,  or  to  solicit,  coerce,  or 
intimidate  another  person  to  commit:  . . .  Any  conduct  defined  as  "racketeering  activity"  under  18  U.S.C.  1961  (1)  (A), 

(1)  (B),  (1)  (C),  and  (1)  (D);  or  ... 

. . .  "Unlawful  debt "  means  a  debt  incurred  or  contracted  in  an  illegal  gambling  activity  or  business  or  ... 

...  18-17-104.  Prohibited  activities  ...  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person,  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or  through 
the  collection  of  an  unlawful  debt,  to  knowingly  acquire  or  maintain,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  interest  in  or  control  of 
any  enterprise  or  real  property.  ...  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  employed  by,  or  associated  with,  any  enterprise  to 
knowingly  conduct  or  participate,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  such  enterprise  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or 
the  collection  of  an  unlawful  debt.  . . . 

FEDERAL  CRIMES:  ( emphasis  added) 

18  U.S.C.  §  514  -  Fictitious  obligations 

(a)  Whoever,  with  the  intent  to  defraud  -  ( 1 )  draws,  prints,  processes,  produces,  publishes,  or  otherwise  makes,  or 
attempts  or  causes  the  same,  within  the  United  States;  (2)  passes,  utters,  presents,  offers,  brokers,  issues,  sells,  or 
attempts  or  causes  the  same,  or  with  like  intent  possesses,  within  the  United  States;  or  (3)  utilizes  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  including  use  of  the  mails  or  wire,  radio,  or  other  electronic  communication,  to  transmit,  transport,  ship, 
move,  transfer,  or  attempts  or  causes  the  same,  to,  from,  or  through  the  United  States,  any  false  or  fictitious  instrument, 
document,  or  other  item  appearing ,  representing,  purporting,  or  contriving  through  scheme  or  artifice,  to  be  an  actual 
security  or  other  financial  instrument  issued  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  a  foreign  government,  a  State  or 
other  political  subdivision  of  the  United  States,  or  an  organization,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  class  B  felony. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2  -  Principals 

(a)  Whoever  commits  an  offense  against  the  United  States  or  aids,  abets,  counsels,  commands,  induces  or  procures  its 
commission,  is  punishable  as  a  principal. 

(b)  Whoever  willfully  causes  an  act  to  be  done  which  if  directly  performed  by  him  or  another  would  be  an  offense 
against  the  United  States,  is  punishable  as  a  principal. 

18  U.S.C.  §  3  -  Accessory  after  the  fact 

Whoever,  knowing  that  an  offense  against  the  United  States  has  been  committed,  receives,  relieves,  comforts  or  assists 
the  offender  in  order  to  hinder  or  prevent  his  apprehension,  trial  or  punishment,  is  an  accessory  after  the  fact.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  4  -  Misprision  of  felony 

Whoever,  having  knowledge  of  the  actual  commission  of  a  felony  cognizable  by  a  court  of  the  United  States,  conceals 
and  does  not  as  soon  as  possible  make  known  the  same  to  some  judge  or  other  person  in  civil  or  military  authority  under 
the  United  States,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  three  years,  or  both. 
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18  U.S.C.  §  241  -  Conspiracy  against  rights 

If  two  or  more  persons  conspire  to  injure,  oppress,  threaten,  or  intimidate  any  person  in  any  State,  Territory, 
Commonwealth,  Possession,  or  District  in  the  free  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  any  right  or  privilege  secured  to  him  by  the 
Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  because  of  his  having  so  exercised  the  same;  . . . 

They  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both;  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  242  -  Deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law 

Whoever,  under  color  of  any  law,  statute,  ordinance,  regulation,  or  custom,  willfully  subjects  any  person  in  any  State  ... 
to  the  deprivation  of  any  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities  secured  or  protected  by  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United 
States  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both;  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  286  -  Conspiracy  to  defraud  the  Government  with  respect  to  claims 

Whoever  enters  into  any  agreement,  combination,  or  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  United  States,  or  any  department  or 
agency  thereof,  by  obtaining  or  aiding  to  obtain  the  payment  or  allowance  of  any  false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claim, 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  287  -  False,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claims 

Whoever  makes  or  presents  to  any  person  or  officer  in  the  civil,  military,  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States,  or  to  any 
department  or  agency  thereof,  any  claim  upon  or  against  the  United  States,  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof, 
knowing  such  claim  to  be  false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent,  shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years  and  shall  be  subject 
to  a  fine  in  the  amount  provided  in  this  title. 

18  U.S.C.  §  371  -  Conspiracy  to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States 

If  two  or  more  persons  conspire  either  to  commit  any  offense  against  the  United  States,  or  to  defraud  the  United  States, 
or  any  agency  thereof  in  any  manner  or  for  any  purpose,  and  one  or  more  of  such  persons  do  any  act  to  effect  the  object 
of  the  conspiracy,  each  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  403  -  Protection  of  the  privacy  of  child  victims  and  child  witnesses 

A  knowing  or  intentional  violation  of  the  privacy  protection  accorded  by  section  3509  of  this  title  is  a  criminal  contempt 
punishable  by  not  more  than  one  year’s  imprisonment,  or  a  fine  under  this  title,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  495  -  Contracts,  deeds,  and  powers  of  attorney 

Whoever  falsely  makes,  alters,  forges,  or  counterfeits  any  . . .  order,  certificate,  receipt,  contract,  or  other  writing,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  or  receiving,  or  of  enabling  any  other  person,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  obtain  or  receive  from 
the  United  States  or  any  officers  or  agents  thereof,  any  sum  of  money;  or 

Whoever  utters  or  publishes  as  true  any  such  false,  forged,  altered,  or  counterfeited  writing,  with  intent  to  defraud  the 
United  States,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  altered,  forged,  or  counterfeited;  or 

Whoever  transmits  to,  or  presents  at  any  office  or  officer  of  the  United  States,  any  such  writing  in  support  of,  or  in 
relation  to,  any  account  or  claim,  with  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  altered,  forged, 
or  counterfeited — 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  666  -  Theft  or  bribery  concerning  programs  receiving  Federal  funds 

(a)  Whoever,  if  the  circumstance  described  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  exists — 

(1)  being  an  agent  of  an  organization,  or  of  a  State,  local,  or  Indian  tribal  government,  or  any  agency  thereof — 

(A)  embezzles,  steals,  obtains  by  fraud,  or  otherwise  without  authority  knowingly  converts  to  the  use  of  any  person 
other  than  the  rightful  owner  or  intentionally  misapplies,  property  that — 

(i)  is  valued  at  $5,000  or  more,  and 

(ii)  is  owned  by,  or  is  under  the  care,  custody,  or  control  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency;  or 

(B)  corruptly  solicits  or  demands  for  the  benefit  of  any  person,  or  accepts  or  agrees  to  accept,  anything  of  value  from 
any  person,  intending  to  be  influenced  or  rewarded  in  connection  with  any  business,  transaction,  or  series  of 
transactions  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency  involving  any  thing  of  value  of  $5,000  or  more;  or 

(2)  corruptly  gives,  offers,  or  agrees  to  give  anything  of  value  to  any  person,  with  intent  to  influence  or  reward  an  agent 
of  an  organization  or  of  a  State,  local  or  Indian  tribal  government,  or  any  agency  thereof,  in  connection  with  any 
business,  transaction,  or  series  of  transactions  of  such  organization,  government,  or  agency  . . . 

shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

(b)  The  circumstance  referred  to  in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  is  that  the  organization,  government,  or  agency  receives, 
in  any  one  year  period,  benefits  in  excess  of  $10,000  under  a  Federal  program  involving  a  grant,  contract,  subsidy,  loan, 
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guarantee,  insurance,  or  other  form  of  Federal  assistance.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1001  -  Statements  or  entries  generally 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  whoever,  in  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  executive, 
legislative,  or  judicial  branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  knowingly  and  willfully — 

(1)  falsifies,  conceals,  or  covers  up  by  any  trick,  scheme,  or  device  a  material  fact; 

(2)  makes  any  materially  false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent  statement  or  representation;  or 

(3)  makes  or  uses  any  false  writing  or  document  knowing  the  same  to  contain  any  materially  false,  fictitious,  or 
fraudulent  statement  or  entry; 

shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years  or  . . .  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1002  -  Possession  of  false  papers  to  defraud  United  States 

Whoever,  knowingly  and  with  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereof,  possesses  any  false,  altered, 
forged,  or  counterfeited  writing  or  document  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  another  to  obtain  from  the  United  States,  or 
from  any  agency,  officer  or  agent  thereof,  any  sum  of  money,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
five  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1018  -  Official  certificates  and  writings 

Whoever,  being  a  public  officer  or  other  person  authorized  by  any  law  of  the  United  States  to  make  or  give  a  certificate 
or  other  writing,  knowingly  makes  and  delivers  as  tme  such  a  certificate  or  writing,  containing  any  statement  which  he 
knows  to  be  false,  in  a  case  where  the  punishment  thereof  is  not  elsewhere  expressly  provided  by  law,  shall  be  fined 
under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1341  -  Frauds  and  swindles 

Whoever,  having  devised  or  intending  to  devise  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud,  or  for  obtaining  money  or  property  by 
means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises  ...  for  the  purpose  of  executing  such  scheme  or 
artifice  or  attempting  so  to  do,  places  in  any  post  office  or  authorized  depository  for  mail  matter,  any  matter  or  thing 
whatever  to  be  sent  or  delivered  by  the  Postal  Service  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20 
years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1343  -  Fraud  by  wire,  radio,  or  television 

Whoever,  having  devised  or  intending  to  devise  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud,  or  for  obtaining  money  or  property  by 
means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises,  transmits  or  causes  to  be  transmitted  by  means  of 
wire  . . .  any  writings,  signs,  signals,  pictures,  or  sounds  for  the  purpose  of  executing  such  scheme  or  artifice,  shall  be 
fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18  U.S.C.  §  1344  -  Bank  fraud 

Whoever  knowingly  executes,  or  attempts  to  execute,  a  scheme  or  artifice — 

(1)  to  defraud  a  financial  institution;  or 

(2)  to  obtain  any  of  the  moneys,  funds,  credits,  assets,  securities,  or  other  property  owned  by,  or  under  the  custody  or 
control  of,  a  financial  institution,  by  means  of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representations,  or  promises; 

shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  30  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1346  -  Definition  of  “scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud”  [‘‘Honest  Sen’ices  Fraud”] 

For  the  purposes  of  this  chapter,  the  term  “scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud”  includes  a  scheme  or  artifice  to  deprive  another 
of  the  intangible  right  of  honest  services. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1349  -  Attempt  and  conspiracy 

Any  person  who  attempts  or  conspires  to  commit  any  offense  under  this  chapter  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  penalties  as 
those  prescribed  for  the  offense,  the  commission  of  which  was  the  object  of  the  attempt  or  conspiracy. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1505  -  Obstruction  of  proceedings  before  departments,  agencies  and  committees 
Whoever  corruptly  . . .  influences,  obstructs,  or  impedes  or  endeavors  to  influence,  obstruct,  or  impede  the  due  and  proper 
administration  of  the  law  under  which  any  pending  proceeding  is  being  had  before  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
United  States  . . . 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title,  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years  ...  or  both  . . . 
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1 8  USC  §  1512  —  Tampering  with  a  witness,  victim,  or  an  informant 
...  (c)  Whoever  corruptly — 

(1)  alters,  destroys,  mutilates,  or  conceals  a  record,  document,  or  other  object,  or  attempts  to  do  so,  with  the  intent  to 
impair  the  object’s  integrity  or  availability  for  use  in  an  official  proceeding;  or 

(2)  otherwise  obstructs,  influences,  or  impedes  any  official  proceeding,  or  attempts  to  do  so, 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18USC§  1581-  Peonage;  obstructing  enforcement 

(a)  Whoever  holds  or  returns  any  person  to  a  condition  of  peonage  . . .  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  20  years,  or  both.  . . . 

18U.S.C.  §  1621  -  Perjury  generally 
Whoever — 

(1)  having  taken  an  oath  before  a  competent  tribunal,  officer,  or  person,  in  any  case  in  which  a  law  of  the  United 
States  authorizes  an  oath  to  be  administered,  that  he  will  testify,  declare,  depose,  or  certify  truly,  or  that  any  written 
testimony,  declaration,  deposition,  or  certificate  by  him  subscribed,  is  true,  willfully  and  contrary  to  such  oath  states 
or  subscribes  any  material  matter  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true;  or 

(2)  in  any  declaration,  certificate,  verification,  or  statement  under  penalty  of  perjury  as  permitted  under  section  1746 
of  title  28.  United  States  Code,  willfully  subscribes  as  true  any  material  matter  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true; 

is  guilty  of  perjury  and  shall,  except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided  by  law,  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  five  years,  or  both.  This  section  is  applicable  whether  the  statement  or  subscription  is  made  within  or  without 
the  United  States. 

18  U.S.C.  §  1622  -  Subornation  of  perjury 

Whoever  procures  another  to  commit  any  perjury  is  guilty  of  subornation  of  perjury,  and  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both. 

18  USC  §  1701  -  Obstruction  of  mails  generally 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully  obstructs  or  retards  the  passage  of  the  mail,  or  any  carrier  or  conveyance  carrying  the 
mail,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

18  USC  §  2071  -  Concealment,  removal,  or  mutilation  generally 

(a)  Whoever  willfully  and  unlawfully  conceals,  removes,  mutilates,  obliterates,  or  destroys,  or  attempts  to  do  so,  or,  with 
intent  to  do  so  takes  and  carries  away  any  record,  proceeding,  map,  book,  paper,  document,  or  other  thing,  filed  or 
deposited  with  any  clerk  or  officer  of  any  court  of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  public  office,  or  with  any  judicial  or  public 
officer  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  three  years,  or  both. 

(b)  Whoever,  having  the  custody  of  any  such  record,  proceeding,  map,  book,  document,  paper,  or  other  thing,  willfully 
and  unlawfully  conceals,  removes,  mutilates,  obliterates,  falsifies,  or  destroys  the  same,  shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  three  years,  or  both;  and  shall  forfeit  his  office  and  be  disqualified  from  holding  any  office 
under  the  United  States.  As  used  in  this  subsection,  the  term  “office”  does  not  include  the  office  held  by  any  person  as  a 
retired  officer  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States. 

18  USC  §  2073  -  False  entries  and  reports  of  moneys  or  securities 

Whoever,  being  an  officer,  clerk,  agent,  or  other  employee  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  agencies,  charged  with  the 
duty  of  keeping  accounts  or  records  of  any  kind,  with  intent  to  deceive,  mislead,  injure,  or  defraud,  makes  in  any  such 
account  or  record  any  false  or  fictitious  entry  or  record  of  any  matter  relating  to  or  connected  with  his  duties;  . . . 

Shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2381  -  Treason 

Whoever,  owing  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  levies  war  against  them  or  adheres  to  their  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and 
comfort  within  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  is  guilty  of  treason  and  shall  suffer  death,  or  shall  be  imprisoned  not  less 
than  five  years  and  fined  under  this  title  but  not  less  than  $10,000;  and  shall  be  incapable  of  holding  any  office  under  the 
United  States. 

18  U.S.C.  §  2382  -  Misprision  of  treason 

Whoever,  owing  allegiance  to  the  United  States  and  having  knowledge  of  the  commission  of  any  treason  against  them, 
conceals  and  does  not,  as  soon  as  may  be,  disclose  and  make  known  the  same  to  the  President  or  to  some  judge  of  the 


United  States,  or  to  the  governor  or  to  some  judge  or  justice  of  a  particular  State,  is  guilty  of  misprision  of  treason  and 
shall  be  fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  seven  years,  or  both. 

Whenever  a  judge  \or  any  other  government  official]  acts  where  he/she  does  not  have  jurisdiction  to  act,  the  judge 
[or  other  government  official]  is  engaged  in  an  act  or  acts  of  treason.  U.S.  v.  Will,  449  U.S.  200,  216,  101  S.Ct.  471, 
66  L.Ed.2d  392,  406  (1980);  Cohens  v.  Virginia,  19  U.S.  (6  Wheat)  264,  404,  5  L.Ed  257  (1821)  Any  judge, 
attorney,  agent,  or  other  official,  who  does  not  report  an  act  of  treason  as  required  by  law  are  themselves  guilty  of 
misprision  of  treason,  18  U.S.C.  §  2382. 

18  U.S.C.  §§  1951  to  1960  CHAPTER  95— Racketeering 

18  U.S.C.  §§  1961  to  1968  CHAPTER  96 — Racketeer  Influenced  and  Corrupt  Organizations 
. . .  The  term  “ extortion ”  means  the  obtaining  of property  from  another,  with  his  consent,  induced  by  wrongful  use  of 
actual  or  threatened  force,  violence,  or  fear,  or  under  color  of  official  right.  . . . 

...18  USC  §  1955  -  Laundering  of  monetary  instruments  . . .  Whoever,  knowing  that  the  property  involved  in  a 
financial  transaction  represents  the  proceeds  of  some  form  of  unlawful  activity,  conducts  or  attempts  to  conduct  such  a 
financial  transaction  which  in  fact  involves  the  proceeds  of  specified  unlawful  activity  . . .  knowing  that  the  transaction  is 
designed  in  whole  or  in  part  ...  to  conceal  or  disguise  the  nature  ...  of  specified  unlawful  activity;  or  ...  to  avoid  a 
transaction  reporting  requirement  under  State  or  Federal  law,  shall  be  sentenced  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $500,000  or 
twice  the  value  of  the  property  involved  in  the  transaction,  whichever  is  greater,  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
twenty  years,  or  both. 

...18  USC  §  1962  -  Prohibited  activities  ...  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  employed  by  or  associated  with  any 
enterprise  engaged  in,  or  the  activities  of  which  affect,  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  to  conduct  or  participate,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  conduct  of  such  enterprise’s  affairs  through  a  pattern  of  racketeering  activity  or  collection  of  unlawful 
debt.  ... 

18  USC  §  880  -  Receiving  the  proceeds  of  extortion 

A  person  who  receives,  possesses,  conceals,  or  disposes  of  any  money  or  other  property  which  was  obtained  from  the 
commission  of  any  offense  under  this  chapter  . . .  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  unlawfully  obtained,  shall  be 
imprisoned  not  more  than  3  years,  fined  under  this  title,  or  both. 
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EXCERPTS  FROM  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINTS: 


Regarding  CAROL’S  crimes  during  her  divorce: 

During  her  wrongful  divorce  in  Jefferson  County  Colorado  (Colorado  First  Judicial  District  (“CFJD”)  case 
2005DB^®),  my  ex-wife  CAROL (“CAROL”)  committed  hundreds  of  acts  of  child  abuse  against 
our  five  living  children  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-6-401,  18-6-701,  18-3-304),  hundreds  of  acts  of  domestic 
violence  against  me  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3),  thefts  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-4-401,  18-4-409, 
18-4-410),  frauds  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  26-1-127,  18-5-102,  18-8-111,  18-8-502),  and  many  other  crimes. 

CAROL,  her  sisters,  two  friends,  her  attorney  JOHN  C.  HUGGER,  the  “Child  and  Family  Investigator”  ELLEN 
GAY  NIERMANN,  and  others,  committed  multiple  frauds  and  frauds  upon  the  court  to  influence  Temporary  and 
Permanent  Orders  in  her  divorce,  rendering  the  divorce  orders  void  ( see  separate  criminal  complaints). 

The  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  against  my  family  and  “child  support  scam”  against  the  People: 

The  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  and  “child  support  scam”1  in  divorce  case  2005DR^^and  in  Title  IV-D  case^^ 
^^^^^^^^Qwere  purposely  set  in  motion  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”2  (“CFCs”)  in  the  CFJD,  who  knew  all 
about  the  frauds  upon  their  courts  and  who  committed  their  own  frauds  upon  the  public  record  and  other  crimes  to 
“fix”  the  divorce  against  me  in  all  regards  ( see  separate  criminal  complaints),  and  to  enslave  me  with  a  grossly 
inflated  child  support  order  for  further  profits,  extortions,  and  undue  federal  finding  in  the  post-divorce. 

The  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  during  and  after  the  divorce  by  the  “original  CFCs”3  is  summarized  at 
www.federalmcc.webs.com.  The  “child  support  scam”  by  the  “intervenor”4  is  posted  online  at 
w  w w,  p ro s ea 1 1  i  a n c c . o T h c  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  by  the  “present  CFCs”5  started  in  the  fall  of 
2015  when  I  filed  my  motion  to  modify  parental  responsibilities,  and  has  continued  to  this  day,  to  “fix”  my 
actions,  the  child  support  matters,  and  all  other  matters  against  me  in  all  regards,  and  is  summarized  in  the 
following  “excerpts”  from  my  criminal  complaint  against  them: 

I,  the  undersigned  victim/complainant/affiant,  state  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  following  is  true  and  correct: 

From  the  jam-packed  file  in  2005  DR^^  my  280-page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  filed  with  my  motion  to  modify  parental 
responsibilities  on  October  5,  2015,  and  my  many  calls  and  filings  dealing  with  a  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  in  the 
Colorado  First  Judicial  District  (“CFJD”)  by  “case  fixing  criminals”  (“CFCs”)  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY 


1  Hundreds  of  state  and  federal  crimes  have  been  committed  against  my  family  by  rogue  local,  state,  and  federal 
officials  in  Colorado  who  are  racketeering  and  “gaming”  the  system  to  maximize  their  federal  funding  (theft  of  public 
funds  from  the  American  People),  their  extortions  (thefts  from  the  People  of  Jefferson  County  and  elsewhere  in 
Colorado),  and  their  profits  (thefts  from  their  victims,  who  many  times  are  forced  to  pay  their  abusers). 

To  obtain  federal  funding,  states  must  waive  their  Eleventh  Amendment  immunity,  and  their  county  and  state 
employees — including  human  service  workers,  judges,  attorneys,  and  others  who  perform  government  functions  related  to 
child  support  under  Title  IV-D,  child  protection  under  Title  IV-E,  or  other  federally- funded  services — act  as  “agents”  for 
the  federal  government;  and  when  county  and  state  employees  engage  in  criminal  misconduct  while  acting  as  agents  for 
the  federal  government  they  are  usually  guilty  of  both  state  and  federal  crimes. 

2  I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the  crime  spree 
against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any  GOOD  judges  and 
attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  officials  and  professionals, 
who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil  people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 

3  The  “original  CFCs”  are:  divorce  judge  STEPHEN  M.  MUNSINGER,  then  chief  judge  R.  BROOK  JACKSON, 
magistrate  CHRIS  VOISINET,  and  magistrate  BABETTE  NORTON. 

4  The  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES  and  it's  offices:  Jefferson  County  Child 
Support  Services  (“Jeffco-CSS”)  and  Jefferson  County  Child  Protective  Services  (“Jeffco-CPS”) — the  “INTERVENOR” 
in  2005  DR^B — as  represented  by  the  Jefferson  County  Attorney's  Office  (“Jeffco- Attorney”). 

5  The  “present  CFCs”  are:  magistrate  JAMIN  M  ALABISO,  judge  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK,  and  chief 
judge  PHILIP  JAMES  MCNULTY. 
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(“CFC  MCNULTY”),  CHRISTOPHER  CLAYTON  ZENISEK  (“CFC  ZENISEK”),  and  JAMIN  M. 

ALABISO  (“CFC  ALABISO”) —  respectively  the  CFJD  chief  judge,  the  assigned  judge,  and  the  assigned 
magistrate,  herein  collectively  referred  to  as  the  “present  CFCs” — in  conspiracy  together  and  with  named 
attorneys,  clerks,  and  other  officials,  learned  of  the  CAROL'S  many  crimes  including  but  not  limited  to  hundreds 
of  acts  of  child  abuse  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-6-401,  18-6-701,  18-3-304),  domestic  violence  against  me  (in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-6-800.3),  thefts  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-4-401,  18-4-409,  18-4-410),  and  frauds  (in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  26-1-127,  18-5-102,  18-8-111,  18-8-502),  and  of  the  INTERVENOR's  many  crimes 
including  but  not  limited  to  frauds  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  26-1-127,  18-5-102,  18-5-114,  18-8-114,  18-8-406, 
18-8-502,  fraud  upon  the  court),  theft  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-4-401),  identity  theft  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  § 
18-5-902),  criminal  extortion  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-3-207),  and  racketeering  (in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18- 
17-101  to  18-17-109);  but,  instead  of  doing  something  about  the  past  crimes  and  the  known  void  orders  in  the  case 
and  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance,  conspired,  aided,  became  accessories, 
and  committed  numerous  state  and  federal  crimes  in  support  of  CAROL'S  and  the  INTERVENOR's  continued 
“crime  sprees”  against  my  family  and  their  “child  support  scam”  against  the  People  of  Jefferson  County,  the 
People  of  Colorado,  and  the  People  of  the  united  States  of  America,  as  follows: 

COUNTS  1-3 


I  am  infonned  and  believe  that  the  CFCs  do  not  have  valid  oaths  of  office  on  file  and  are  not  bonded  as  required  by 
Colorado's  constitution  and  general  laws  (and  have  apparently  been  officiating  as  such  for  many  years),  and  are  therefore 
guilty  of 'impersonating  public  servants'  in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-8-113. 

COUNTS  4-48 


In  addition,  on  at  least  three  occasions,  in  conspiracy,  CFC  ALABISO  and  CFC  ZENISEK  intentionally  refused  to  disqualify 
themselves  from  case  2005DR^®and  CFC  MCNULTY  intentionally  refused  to  address  the  situation  as  chief  judge,  as 
required  by  state  and  federal  law,  in  spite  everyone's  knowledge  that  they  had  lost  whatever  jurisdiction  and  authority  they 
thought6  they  had  when  they  committed  their  first  crime  against  my  family  in  November  2015;  each  therefore  committing 
state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  counts  of 'first 
degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  counts  of  deprivation  of  my  children's  and  my  rights  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and 
counts  of  indirect  child  abuse  against  my  last-remaining  minor  child  (C.R.S.  §  18-6-401). 

COUNTS  49-51 


Furthermore,  because  the  CFCs  are  knowingly  acting  without  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  case  2005DR^^(and  likely  in  100s 
of  other  cases),  they  are  committing  treason  against  my  family  and  the  People  of  Colorado  under  C.R.S.  §  18-11-101. 

COUNTS  52-54 


Furthermore,  because  the  CFCs  owe  an  allegiance  to  the  United  States — not  only  under  our  U.S.  Constitution  but  also  as 
agents  in  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  the  Title  IV-D  Program — their  adherence  to  the  INTERVENOR's  treasonous 
plan  to  cheat  the  Title  IV-D  Program,  their  facilitation  of  the  INTERVENOR's  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation, 
and/or  their  ongoing  acts  without  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  case  2005DB|B|  makes  them  each  guilty  of  one  or  more  counts 
of  treason  against  the  People  of  the  united  States  of  America  under  18  U.S.C.  §  2381. 

COUNTS  55-57 


Furthermore,  because  the  CFCs  owe  an  allegiance  to  the  United  States — not  only  under  our  U.S.  Constitution  but  also  as 
agents  in  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  the  Title  IV-D  Program — have  knowledge  of  the  INTERVENOR's  treasonous 
plan  to  cheat  the  Title  IV-D  Program  and  other  traitorous  plots  in  Colorado,  and  have  concealed  the  treason  in  Colorado,  they 
are  each  guilty  of  one  or  more  counts  of  misprision  of  treason  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  2382. 


6  It  is  now  well-established  on  the  record  in  case  2005DH^J|that  the  “case  fixing  criminals”  involved  in  the  “case 
fixing  crime  spree”  since  2005  and  “child  support  scam”  since  2006  lost  whatever  jurisdiction  and  authority  they  may 
have  had  over  my  “strawman”  (the  respondent  JOHN  and  the  subject  matter  at  hand,  and  rendered  their 

orders  void,  upon  the  commission  of  their  first  crime  against  my  family,  or  for  any  one  of  numerous  other  reasons 
repeatedly  alleged,  proved,  and  reproved  on  the  public  record  over  the  years. 
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COUNTS  58-69 


In  early-October  2015, 1  filed  my  “motion  to  modify  parental  responsibilities”  and  280-page  EXHIBIT  BOOK  in 
2005DR^B|  From  the  file  and  this  filing,  the  CFCs  knew  early  in  the  case  of  CAROL'S  and  the  INTERVENOR's  decade- 
long  “crime  sprees”  against  my  family,  that  CAROL  had  continued  to  deny  contact  and  visitation  and  commit  other  child 
abuses  and  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me,  and  that  the  INTERVENOR  had  continued  to  enforce  a  known  fictitious  and 
void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  and  to  commit,  or  attempt  to  commit,  criminal  extortion  and  other  treasonous 
crimes  against  me  (under  'color  of  law'  against  my  “strawman”  ),  but  instead  of  stopping  the  continued  crime  sprees  or 
reporting  the  crimes  as  required  by  law,  they  conspired  and  purposely  failed  to  act  or  report  the  crimes  (and  have  concealed 
their  knowledge  of  the  criminal  misconduct  to  this  day);  each  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  in  violation 
of  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241,  the  state  crime  of  failing  their  'duty  to  report  a  crime'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-115,  the 
federal  crime  of 'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4). 


COUNTS  70-99 


As  soon  as  I  began  calling  in  early-November  2015  to  follow  up  on  my  motion,  the  ongoing  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241)  became  evident  between  the  present  CFCs  to  “fix”  each  matter  against  me;  and  to 
carry  out  the  object  of  the  first  conspiracy — to  aid  CAROL  in  the  cover  up  of  her  crimes,  CFC  ZEN1SEK  purposely  failed  to 
timely  adjudicate  (within  49  days  of  filing)  the  parts  of  my  motion  to  modify  parenting  responsibilities  requiring  judicial 
action  on  my  requests  for  court-ordered  parenting  time  over  Thanksgiving  and  Christmas  and  for  restoration  of  contact  with 
my  daughter;  each  therefore  committing  a  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404, 
'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  according  to  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  an  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  daughter  in 
violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401,  and  each  also  becoming  a  principal  or  an  accessory  and/or  aiding  in  CAROL'S  felonious 
denials  of  contact  and  parenting  time  at  the  time  (which  continued  throughout  the  proceeding  until  our  daughter  became  an 
adult  in  April  2016),  and  in  CAROL'S  acts  of  domestic  violence  against  me  (which  have  continued  unabated  to  this  day),  in 
violation  of  state  and  federal  law,  including  C.R.S.  §§  18-2-101,  18-8-105,  and  18  U.S.C.  §§  1  and  2. 

COUNTS  97-120 


In  December  2015,  to  carry  out  the  object  of  the  next  conspiracy — to  aid  the  INTERVENOR  in  the  cover  up  of  their  crimes, 
CFC  ALABISO  denied  my  motion  to  reinstate  my  driver's  license  without  a  hearing  on  the  matter,  CFC  ZENISEK  ignored 
the  CFC  ALABISO's  crimes,  and  CFC  MCNULTY  denied  my  motion  to  reopen  the  driver's  license  matter;  each  therefore 
committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404,  'offering  a  false  instrument  for 
recording'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-5-114,  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  an  indirect  act  of  child 
abuse  against  my  daughter  under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401,  and  each  also  becoming  a  principal  or  an  accessory  and/or  aiding  in  the 
INTERVENOR's  ongoing  crimes  which  became  evident  in  my  motion,  in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §§  18-2-101  &  18-8-105,  and 
18  U.S.C.  §§  1  &  2. 


COUNTS  121-153 


In  conspiracy(3),  each  of  the  CFCs  committed  multiple  forgeries  in  violation  of  C.R.S.  §  18-5-102  by  falsely  making  court 
orders  which  would  negatively  affect  my  legal  rights  and  facilitate  the  ongoing  crime  sprees  (one  of  several  methods  of  “case 
fixing”  by  “fraud  upon  the  court”):  CFC  ALABISO  committed  the  first  forgery  in  his  order  denying  my  motion  to  reinstate 
driver's  license;  CFC  ZENISEK  forged  his  first  order  on  December  24,  2015;  CFC  MCNULTY  forged  his  first  order  in 
January  2016;  and  to  date,  the  CFCs  have  conspired  and  committed  over  30  forgeries  (each  a  class  5  felony)  in  their  orders. 

COUNTS  154-169 


In  January  2016,  CFC  ZENISEK — in  perhaps  the  most  blatant  and  obvious  act  of  “case  fixing”  to  date,  and  in  conspiracy 
with  the  other  CFCs  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241) — scheduled  the  hearing  on  my  motion  to  modify  parental 
responsibilities  on  May  1 7th,  after  my  daughter  became  an  adult  in  April,  thus  ending  all  matters  except  my  request  for  an 
order  requiring  CAROL  to  pay  for  “parental  alienation”  reunification  therapy,  and  CFC  MCNULTY  deprived  me  of  my  right 
to  have  the  void  order  set  aside;  each  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404, 
'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-5-1 14,  another  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  daughter 
under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401,  and  CFC  MCNULTY  committing  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242. 
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COUNTS  170-187 


At  this  time  I  filed  motions  to  disqualify  CFC  ALABISO  and  CFC  ZENISEK  on  the  grounds  that  they  had  lost  jurisdiction  at 
the  time  of  their  first  crime  against  my  family  (which  automatically  rendered  their  orders  void),  but  both  refused  to  recuse 
themselves  (and  have  continued  to  knowingly  issue  void  orders  in  the  case  to  this  day),  and  CFC  MCNULTY  purposely 
failed  to  disqualify  CFC  ALABISO  and  CFC  ZENISEK  and  set  aside  their  void  orders  and  entered  false  and  void  orders 
denying  my  motions  on  the  record;  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241), 
another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404,  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  under 
C.R.S.  §  18-5-1 14,  another  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  daughter  under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401,  and  another  'deprivation 
of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242. 


COUNTS  188-193 


In  February  2016,  CFC  MCNULTY  failed  to  take  action  on  my  FIRST  CRIMINAL  COMPLAINT,  committing  another  count 
of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404,  'misprision  of  felony'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  4,  another  'deprivation 
of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  another  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  daughter  under  C.R.S.  § 
18-6-401,  and  becoming  an  accessory  in  the  crimes  reported  to  him  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-105  and  18  U.S.C.  §  3. 

COUNTS  194-199 

In  March  2016,  CFC  ZENISEK  fraudulently  denied  my  FIRST  MOTION  AND  AFFIDAVIT  FOR  JUDICIAL  NOTICE  OF 
FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT  AND  TO  SET  ASIDE  PERMANENT  ORDERS,  without  a  hearing,  and  without  jurisdiction  or 
authority,  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-8-404,  another  'offering  a  false 
instrument  for  recording'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-5-114,  another  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242, 
another  indirect  act  of  child  abuse  against  my  daughter  under  C.R.S.  §  18-6-401,  and  another  act  of  treason  under  C.R.S.  § 
18-11-101  and  18  U.S.C.  §  2381. 


COUNTS  200-214 


In  April  2016,  each  of  the  CFCs  ignored  my  NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  SUE  AND  PRESS  CHARGES  and  continued  in  the 
case  without  jurisdiction  and  authority,  committing  another  state  and  federal  conspiracy  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18 
U.S.C.  §  241,  another  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  and  another  act  of  treason  under 
C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  and  18  U.S.C.  §  2381. 


COUNTS  215-241 


At  the  hearing  on  May  17,  2016,  CFC  ZENISEK — in  conspiracy  with  CFC  MCNULTY  and  CFC  ALABISO,  without  a  word 
beforehand,  and  knowing  for  months  that  I,  at  great  expense  of  time  and  money,  had  filed  numerous  court  documents  in 
preparation  for  the  hearing,  had  paid  $500  to  my  expert  witness,  and  had  paid  for  a  round-trip  flight  to  Colorado  for  the 
hearing — defrauded  local,  state  and  federal  law  enforcement  authorities  into  believing  that  I  was  the  criminal  and  CFC 
ZENISEK  was  in  danger,  showed  up  for  the  hearing  without  jurisdiction  or  authority,  and  announced  that  his  court  did  not 
have  jurisdiction  and  dismissed  the  last-remaining  issue  raised  in  my  motion  to  modify  parental  responsibilities  filed  7.5 
months  earlier;  each  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241,  a  'criminal 
attempt'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-101  to  have  me  falsely  arrested  and  imprisoned,  a  'criminal  attempt'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-2-101  to 
cause  further  harm  to  my  case,  my  family,  and  other  property,  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  under  C.R.S. 
§  18-8-404,  another  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  under  C.R.S.  §  18-5-114,  another  'deprivation  of  rights  under 
color  of  law'  under  18  U.S.C.  §  242,  and  another  act  of  treason  under  C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  and  18  U.S.C.  §  2381. 

Copied  and  pasted  from  my  criminal  complaint  v.  Jeffco-DHS  for  context: 

COUNTS  1700-1712 


In  May  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS  legal  technician  KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON,  apparently  in 
conspiracy  with  TAFOYA,  Jefferson  County  Attorney  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS — who  has  been  involved  in  the  “crime 
spree”  against  my  family  and  the  “child  support  scam”  since  the  Title  IV-D  case  was  opened  in  May  2006  and  has  known 
all  along  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full,  that  the  child  support  order  is  void,  and  that  she,  STOKES, 
WAKEMAN,  JOHNSON,  MOSS,  TAFOYA,  and  the  other  “child  support  scammers,”  the  past  and  present  county 
commissioners,  and  other  county  employees,  the  original  and  present  “case  fixing  criminals,”  and  everyone  else  involved 
in  the  child  support  matters  in  Colorado  and  Minnesota  over  the  past  1 1  years,  including  the  highest-authorities  in  both 
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states,  know  full  well  that  my  child  support  obligations  are  paid-in-full  and  that  they  are  enforcing  a  fictitious  and  void 
child  support  order  and  arrears  balance — [and  likely  many  others],  committed  state  and  federal  perjuries  (C.R.S.  §  18-8- 
502  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621)  on  their  “Obligee’s  Verification  For  Verified  Entry  Of  Judgment":  WILLIAMSON,  TAFOYA, 
and/or  DAVIS  suborned  CAROL'S  perjury  (18  U.S.C.  §  1622);  and  each  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against 
my  children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241); 

COUNTS  242-297 


On  June  13,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  in  conspiracy  with  the  present  CFCs  and  all  knowing  of  their  lack  of  jurisdiction  and 
authority,  Jeffco-Attomey  MARGARET  A.  DAVIS  started  the  present  crime  spree  by  secretly  filing  a  motion  on  behalf  of 
the  INTERVENOR — for  a  judgment  against  my  “strawman”  (the  respondent,  “JOHN  in  the  amount  of 

Jeffco-CSS's  known  fictitious  arrears  balance,  with  the  intent  to  obtain  a  final  fictitious  judgment  under  color  of  law  against 
my  strawman  and  to  enforce  the  fictitious  judgment  under  color  of  law  against  me,  the  living  human  being  with  the  Christian 
given-name  John  MarkfBHB  until  Paid — and  purposely,  unlawfully,  and  illegally  failing  to  serve  a  copy  on  my  strawman 
or  me;  each  of  the  present  CFCs  and  DAVIS  therefore  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my  children's  and 
my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  two  counts  each  of  a  class  B  federal  felony  (18  U.S.C.  §  514)  by  further 
processing  the  known  fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance — two  financial  instruments  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Title  IV-D  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  various  other  state  and  federal  laws,  'deprivation  of  my  children's  and 
my  rights  under  color  of  law  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  'first  degree  criminal  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'offering  a  false 
instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  'identity  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346), 
mail  fraud  (18  U.S.C.  §  1341),  'conspiracy  to  defraud  the  government  with  respect  to  claims'  (18  U.S.C.  §  286),  'conspiracy 
to  commit  offense  or  to  defraud  United  States'  (18  U.S.C.  §  371),  making  or  presenting  'false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  claims' 
to  the  government  (18  U.S.C.  §  287),  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  298-369 


On  July  17,  2017,  unbeknownst  to  me,  in  conspiracy  with  the  other  CFCs  and  DAVIS  and  all  knowing  of  their  lack  of 
jurisdiction  and  authority,  CFC  ALABISO,  without  giving  me  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matter,  forged  and  secretly 
entered  a  known  false  judgment  against  my  “strawman”  in  the  amount  of  the  INTERVENOR's  known  false  arrears  balance; 
each  therefore  committing,  in  addition  to  the  forgery  (see  Counts  121-153),  state  and  federal  conspiracies  against  my 
children's  and  my  rights  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  &  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  a  class  6  felony  issuance  of  a  'false  certificate'  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-406),  a  class  B  federal  felony  creation  of  a  'fictitious  obligation'  (18  U.S.C.  §  514),  deprivation  of  my  right  to  be  heard  on 
the  matter  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  and  became  principals  or  accessories  and/or  aided  in  the  INTERVENOR's  racketeering  and  other 
treasonous  crimes  against  my  family,  including  but  not  limited  to:  'identity  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  use  of  my  name  for 
over  a  decade  in  their  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation  (C.R.S.  §§  18-17-101  to  18-17-109),  'criminal  attempt' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  enslave  me  with  another  fictitious  obligation  and  criminally  extort  more  money  from  me  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
3-207),  state  and  federal  perjuries  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  purposeful  failure  to  serve  process  (C.R.S.  §  18- 
8-404  &  18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  370-374 


In  September  2017,  CFC  ZENISEK — knowing  full  well  that  he  has  no  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  the  case — entered  an  order 
setting  a  deadline  for  the  filing  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW;  committing  another  count  of 'first  degree  official 
misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  another  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  another  “honest 
service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  and  another  act  of  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  375-390 


In  October  2017,  Jefferson  County  Domestic  Relations  Clerk  MARJORY  SHOOK — knowing  full  well  from  my  filings  that 
my  children  and  1  are  crime  victims  and  have  been  separated  and  cutoff  from  all  communications  with  each  other  and 
suffering  enormously  for  many  years — conspired  with  other  clerks  and  likely  with  CFC  ZENISEK  and/or  the  other  CFCs 
(one  co-conspirator  counted),  and  purposely,  willfully,  and  unlawfully  took,  carried  away,  concealed,  and/or  failed  to  file  the 
first  part  of  my  petition  for  review  and  other  important  court  documents  until  after  CFC  ZENISEK's  fake  deadline,  to  cause 
dismissal  of  my  appeal  at  the  Colorado  Court  of  Appeals  (case  201 7C^^B|);  committing  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  the  state  crime(s)  of 'tampering  with  physical  evidence'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-610)  or 
'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-411),  the  federal  crimes  of 'concealment'  (18  U.S.C.  §  2071(a)),  'tampering  with  a 
victim'  (18  U.S.C.  §  1512(c)(1)),  and  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  'first  degree  official 
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misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404). 


COUNTS  391-413 


On  November  21,2017,  Court  of  Appeals'  judges  J.  DUNN,  J.  NAVARRO,  and  J.  HARRIS — despite  knowing  from  my 
filings  that  CFC  ZEN1SEK  had  no  authority  to  set  said  deadline  and  therefore  the  deadline  was  void,  that  CFC  MCNULTY 
was  refusing  to  appoint  a  review  judge  as  required  by  law  and  reassign  the  case  to  a  “fair  and  impartial  judge,  and  that  the 
CFCs  were  again  working  together  to  “fix”  the  appeal  against  me — wrongly  dismissed  appeal  2Q\lCJ^/^^with prejudice 
due  to  the  fact  that  PART  ONE  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW  was  filed  after  CFC  ZENISEK's  deadline;  and  even  after 
learning  about,  and  seeing  evidence  proving ,  SHOOK's  crimes,  CFC  MCNULTY's  crimes,  and  CFC  ZENISEK's  crimes,  in 
the  attachments  to  my  MOTION  TO  FORTHWITH  SET  ASIDE  ORDER  OF  DISMISSAL  AND  TO  REINSTATE  APPEAL, 
the  same  judges  wrongly  denied  my  motion  to  reinstate,  citing  no  reasons,  but  stating  in  their  order,  “Mandate  remains  due 
January  3,  2018,”  [which  I  later  found  was  an  appeal  fixing  tactic  by  the  clerk  of  the  appellate  courts  POLLY  BROCK,  who  I 
now  know  was  involved  in  the  appeal  fixing]  and,  in  addition,  failed  to  report  the  crimes  to  the  proper  authorities;  therefore 
the  “appeal  fixing  criminals”  (“AFCs”)  named  J.  DUNN,  J.  NAVARRO,  and  J.  HARRIS  committed  state  and  federal 
conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  the  state  crime  of  failing  their  'duty  to  report  a  crime'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8- 
115),  the  federal  crime  of 'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404), 
'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114)  and/or 'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-411), 
'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346).  [And  became 
principals  or  accessories  and/or  aided  in  the  CFCs'  “case  fixing  crime  spree.  ”] 

COUNTS  414-498 


On  November  22,  the  day  after  the  Court  of  Appeals  dismissed  my  appeal,  in  conspiracy  with  the  other  CFCs  (and  likely  with 
the  AFCs  and  other  criminals)  and  all  knowing  of  their  lack  of  jurisdiction  and  authority,  in  an  order  titled,  “Order:  re 
Intervenor's  Motion  to  Dismiss  Respondent's  Petitions  for  Review,  Parts  One,  Two  and  Three,”  CFC  ZENISEK — knowingly 
acting  again  without  authority  or  jurisdiction — dismissed  PARTs  ONE,  TWO,  THREE,  FOUR,  FIVE,  and  SIX  of  my 
PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  as  well  as  my  First.  Second.  Third.  Fourth.  Fifth  and  Sixth  Motions  to  Set  Aside  All  Decisions  in 
Case  2005DR^^  without  making  any  findings  of  fact  or  conclusions  of  law,  without  holding  any  hearings  on  the  12 
separate  and  distinct  issues,  and  without  any  adjudication  whatsoever  (which  everyone  knows  automatically  rendered  his 
order  void  by  operation  of  law  even  if  he  was  a  legitimate,  ethical,  fair  and  impartial  judge  with  actual  authority  and 
jurisdiction  over  my  strawman  and  the  12  separate  and  distinct  subject  matters  at  hand);  each  therefore  committing  another 
forgery,  12  more  counts  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  12  more  counts  of 'deprivation  of  rights 
under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  another  'offering  a  false  instrument  for  recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  another  “honest 
service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  and  another  act  of  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 

COUNTS  499-516 


In  January  2018, 1  submitted  12  separate  NOTICES  OF  APPEAL  according  to  the  law  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  to  open  12 
separate  appeals  on  the  12  separate  matters  dismissed  by  CFC  ZENISEK,  but  Court  of  Appeals  Clerk  of  Court  POLLY 
BROCK — knowing  full  well  from  my  previous  filings  that  my  children  and  I  are  victims  of  an  ongoing  “case  fixing  crime 
spree”  in  the  First  Judicial  district  and  that  I  was  accusing  CFC  SHOOK  of  several  crimes — consolidated  all  12  NOTICES 
OF  APPEAL  into  one  case  (see  appeal  2018CA45),  refused  to  separate  them  as  I  requested,  and  then  conspired  with  other 
AFCs  (one  co-conspirator  counted)  to  make  and  file  a  fraudulent  consolidation  order  in  an  attempt  to  cover  up  her  crimes; 
and  therefore  AFC  BROCK  and  at  least  one  other  conspirator  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201 
and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-411),  falsification  of  records  (18  U.S.C.  §  2071(b)  and/or  18 
U.S.C.  §  2073),  'tampering  with  a  victim'  (18  U.S.C.  §  1512(c)(1)),  'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  § 
242),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  failed  her  'duty  to  report  a  crime'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  'misprision 
of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4),  and  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346).  [And  became  a  principal  or  accessory  and/or 
aided  in  the  CFCs'  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  and  the  AFCs'  “appeal  fixing  crime  spree.  ”] 

COUNTS  517-537 


On  January  16,  2018, 1  found  out  that  CFC  SHOOK  and  other  Jefferson  County  clerks  were  being  instructed  by  the  CFJD 
Clerk  of  Court  DIANA  COFFEY  to  discriminate  against  me  by  refusing  to  provide  information  about  my  case  and 
transferring  my  calls  to  her  voicemail;  later  that  day  1  discovered  that  CFC  SHOOK  and  the  other  clerks  were  again 
purposely  failing  to  file  my  court  documents,  apparently  on  the  orders  of  CFC  COFFEY — this  time,  although  received  on 
January  8,  not  one  of  my  12  NOTICES  OF  APPEAL  nor  my  12  Motions  to  Waive  Filing  Fees  in  appeal  2018CA45  had  been 


15 


filed  when  I  called  on  January  16,  and  one  of  the  Jefferson  County  clerks  told  me  that  they  were  waiting  for  AFC  BROCK's 
“mandate,”  verifying  that  AFC  BROCK  was  in  on  the  conspiracy  to  “fix”  this  appeal  against  like  they  did  in  20 1 
therefore  CFC  COFFEY,  CFC  SHOOK,  AFC  BROCK  (and  likely  others  in  the  CFJD  and  at  the  Court  of  Appeals), 
committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  § 
18-8-404),  'criminal  attempt'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  cause  further  harm  to  my  case,  'concealment'  (18  U.S.C.  §  2071(a)), 
'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  and  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346). 

COUNTS  538-540 


When  I  talked  to  CFC  COFFEY  on  the  phone  on  January  18,  2018,  she  confirmed  that  she  had  not  only  instructed  CFC 
SHOOK  and  the  other  clerks  to  discriminate  against  me  (see  Counts  517-537),  but  had  also  failed  to  report  CFC  SHOOKS' 
crimes  or  to  take  any  action  whatsoever  to  stop  the  “case  fixing  crime  spree”  against  my  family,  in  which  her  office  is 
participating;  and  therefore  CFC  COFFEY  also  failed  her  'duty  to  report  a  crime'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115)  and  committed 
'deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242)  and  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4). 

COUNTS  541-560 


On  February  12  &  14,  2018, 1  emailed  CFC  COFFEY  requesting  a  full  PDF  copy  of  the  Register  of  Actions  in  2005DR^® 
and  confirmation  that  the  full  record,  including  transcripts,  were  being  prepared  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  and 
sent  follow  up  emails  on  February  19  &  22,  to  which  CFC  COFFEY  finally  responded  to  advise  that  CFC  ZENISEK  had 
entered  another  void  order  on  the  record  denying  my  5-14  month  old  motion  to  the  “newly  designated  fair  and  impartial 
review  judge”  during  appeal  2017C2*^^®for  an  order  requiring  the  CFCs  to  pay  for  transcripts  and  other  costs  of 
preparation  of  the  record  for  the  appeal;  which  therefore  evidences  that  CFC  COFFEY  and  CFC  ZENISEK  each  committed 
state  and  federal  conspiracies  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  another  count  of 'first  degree  official  misconduct' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-8-404),  'criminal  attempt'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  cause  further  harm  to  my  case,  'offering  a  false  instrument  for 
recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-1 14), 'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-411),  falsification  of  records  (18  U.S.C.  §2071(b) 
and/or  18  U.S.C.  §  2073),  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346),  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18 
U.S.C.  §  2381). 


COUNTS  538-540 


I  then  emailed  CFJD  District  Administrator  GAIL  PICKARTS,  explained  the  ongoing  crime  spree  in  which  the  Jefferson 
County  and  appellate  clerks  were  participating,  and  requested  that  she  take  charge  of  the  file  in  2005  DR^^  investigate  and 
take  action  to  stop  the  crime  spree,  and  ensure  that  the  designated  records,  including  transcripts,  are  transmitted  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  but  CFC  PICKARTS,  apparently  in  conspiracy  with  CFC  COFFEY,  CFC  ZENISEK,  and  CFC  MCNULTY, 
responded  denying  my  requests,  falsely  accusing  me  of  threatening  her  family,  and  evidencing  that  she  is  in  full  support  of 
the  continuing  “case  fixing  crime  spree,”  racketeering  and  other  treasonous  crime  taking  place  in  her  district,  and  will  aid  the 
CFCs  in  their  cover  up  of  their  crimes  in  any  way  she  can;  and  therefore  each  committed  state  and  federal  conspiracies 
(C.R.S.  §  18-2-201  and  18  U.S.C.  §  241),  failed  in  their  'duty  to  report  a  crime'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-115),  'deprivation  of  rights 
under  color  of  law'  (18  U.S.C.  §  242),  'misprision  of  felony'  (18  U.S.C.  §  4)  'first  degree  official  misconduct'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8- 
404),  'criminal  attempt'  (C.R.S.  §  18-2-101)  to  cause  further  harm  to  my  case,  and  “honest  service  fraud”  (18  U.S.C.  §  1346), 
and  all  CFJD  CFCs  became  principals  or  accessories  and/or  are  aiding  in  their  offices'  ongoing  'offering  a  false  instrument  for 
recording'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-114),  'abuse  of  public  records'  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-411),  falsification  of  records  (18  U.S.C.  §  2071(b) 
and/or  18  U.S.C.  §  2073),  state  and  federal  perjuries  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-502  &  18  U.S.C.  §  1621),  purposeful  failure  to  serve 
process  and  hold  hearings  (C.R.S.  §  18-8-404  &  18  U.S.C.  §  242),  'identity  theft'  (C.R.S.  §  18-5-902),  'criminal  extortion' 
(C.R.S.  §  18-3-207),  and  other  means  of  “fixing”  appeal  2018CA45  against  me,  and  became  principals  or  accessories  and/or 
are  aiding  in  all  other  crimes  being  committed  in  the  CFJD's  racketeering  and  money  laundering  operation  (C.R.S.  §§  18-17- 
101  to  18-17-109)  and  state  and  federal  treason  (C.R.S.  §  18-11-101  &  18  U.S.C.  §  2381). 
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EVIDENCE  PROVING  PROBABLE  CAUSE  OF  KEY  CRIMES: 


PERJURY.  SUBORNATION  OF  PERJURY.  FRAUD  UPON  THE  COURT,  etc.:  (see  Counts  242-297') 

In  May  2017,  CAROL  and  Jeffco-CSS's  KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON  committed  perjury;  and  on  June  13, 
2017,  Jeffco-Attomey  MARGARET  DAVIS  committed  fraud  upon  the  court  and  other  crimes. 

First  page  of  INTERVENOR  's  ‘‘VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT”: 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 

1 00  JEFFERSON  COUNTY 

PARKWAY 

GOLDEN,  CO  80401 

- DATE 

ID: 

C  AS  E  N  U 

IN  RE  THE  MARRIAGEOF^^^^ 

PETITIONER;  CAROL^^^^^A 

AND 

RESPONDENT:  JOHN 

INTERVENOR:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES. 

A COURT  USE  ONLYa 

Attorney  or  Party  W'ithout  Attorney: 

CASE  NUMBER: 

O5DR00^^^^ 

JEFFERSON  COUN  TY  CHILD  SUPPORT  SERVICES 

DIVISION/COURTROOM: 

3500  ILLINOIS  ST 

SUITE  1300 

Y 

GOLDEN,  CO  80401 

(303)271-4300 

TV-D  CASE  NUMBER: 

VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT 

The  JEFFERSON  County  Delegate  Child  Support  Services  (CSS)  Unit  submits  this  Verified  Entry 
of  Judgment  pursuant  to  §  14-10-122,  Colorado  Revised  Statutes  (C.R.S.). 


The  Obligor,  JOHN 
through  a  Registry,  commencing 


MARKM  Bis  currently  ordered  to  pay  $  1 ,71  7.97  per  month 

;ommencmjnj3/j0/2006.  All  previous  modifications  are  as  follows: 


The  order  has  not  been  modified. 

2.  During  the  period  05/30/2006  through  04/30/2017  the  Obligor  should  have  paid 
$226,626.14. 

3.  Through  4/30/20 17  the  Obligor  paid  $13,253.19,  leaving  an  arrearage  due  and  owing  to 
the  Obligee  in  the  amount  of  $213,372.95.  Pursuant  to  C.R.S.  5-12-102  and  14-14-106 
the  Obligor  owes  interest  in  the  amount  of  $NOT  1NCL  for  a  total  due  of  $213,372.95  to 
the  Obligee,  Carol^^^^^as  assigned. 

4.  Interest  shall  accrue  at  the  statutory  rate. 


CSE516 


300023 


17 


CAROL'S  perjury. 


/:}}]  fc»/v 

OBLIGEE'S  VERIFICATION  FOR  VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  JUDGMENT  1 :  iQ:  y 

Case  No.05DR^B^|^ 

JOHN  M^R^^^m^^Obligor 


STATE  OF  COLORADO 
COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON 


l  being  first  duly  sworn  state  I  have  read  the  foregoing  Verified  Entry  of  Judgment,  and  find  its 
contents  to  be  true  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 


L STOCKTON 
NOTARY  PUBLIC 
STATE  OF  COLORADO 
NOTARY  10  2008401000 
MY  COMMISSION  EXPIRES  APR  2. 2020 


Obligee 


£ 


Sworn  to  before,  me  in  the  County  of 


day  of  _ 


w& 


Mv 


f— 

Commission  expires:  Lh  o 


un- 


iS£h 


State  of 


Cok/OC/Q.  this 


'tfcctcftyi 


[ SEAL ] 


KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON’S  perjury  #1: 


I 

I 


t 

f 

t 

? 

; 


f 

E 


I 

i 


STATE  OF  COLORADO 
COUNTY  OF  JEFFERSON 


I  being  first  duly  sworn  state  that  I  have  read  the  foregoing  statements,  have  reviewed  the 
appropriate  case  record  and  find  their  contents  to  be  true  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

Dated:  _ ljutfijL  Ltjfljfa) _ 

Legal  Technician/Paralegal 


this 


Sworn  to  before  me  in  the  County  of  _ 
day  of _ 


,  State  of 


My  Commission  expires: 


nniiK 


Notary  Public 


A  Isabel  diaz 


NOTARY  PUBUC 
STATE  OF  COLORADO 

Notayl01997402243A 

iNly  Ccmmiision  Expires  01/17/2018 


OR 

Respectfully  submitted, 


By: _ 

Attorney  for  JEFFERSON  County'  Delegate  CSS  Unit 


KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON’S  perjury  #2: 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 


I  certify  that  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  Verified  Entry  of  Support  Judgment  was 

placed  in  the  United  States  Mail,  postage  pre-paid,  on _ 'T  -  ICo  '  20  V~~) _ ,  to 

the  following: 


JOHN  MARK 
C/O  LESUER  CNTY  CHILD  SUPPORT 
88  SOUTH  PARK  AVE 
LE  CENTER,  MN  56057 


KRISTIE  WILLIAMSON'S  perjury  #3: 

Schedule  of  Payments 


Page:  5 


Date 

Amount  due 
or  payment 
received 

ft  of 
days 

Interest 
rate  from 
this  date 
forward 

Interest 
earned 
since  prior 
transaction 

Total 

accrued 

interest 

Portion  of 
payment 
applied  to 
interest 

Transaction’s 
effect  (+  or  -) 
upon  principal  Principal 
balance  balance 

Dec  28,  2015 

1,717,92 

30 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

185,886.23 

Jan  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

187,604.15 

Feb  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

189,322.07 

Mar  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

29 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

191,039.99 

Apr  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

192,757.91 

May  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

30 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

194,475.83 

Jun28,  2016 

1,717.92  • 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

196,193.75 

Jul  28,  20)6 

1,717.92 

30 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

197,911.67 

Aug  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

199,629.59 

Sep  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

201,347.51 

Oct  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

30 

0 

.00 

;00 

1,717.92 

203,065.43 

Nov  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

204,783.35 

Dec  28,  2016 

1,717.92 

30 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

206,501.27 

Jan  28,-2017 

1,71-7.92 

x0o,2ly.lV 

Feb  28,  2017 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

209,937.11 

Mar  28,  2017 

1,717.92 

28 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717,92 

211,655.03 

Apr  28,2017 

1,717.92 

31 

0 

.00 

.00 

1,717.92 

213,372.95 

Total  of  Payments:  13,253.19 

Total  Interest  Earned: 

.00 

Principal  Balance: 

213,372.95 

Amount  Applied  to  Interest: 

.00 

Unpaid  Accrued  Interest: 

.00 

Amount  Applied  to  Principal:  13,253.19 

Total  Amount  Due: 

=  213.372.95 

Calculation  excludes  interest,  which 
the  Child  Support  Enforcement  Unit 
does  not  calculate  or  enforce. 


I  CERTIFY  THAT  THIS  RECORD  5  TW&AND  CORRE 

jefr?i4on  county  oer^fhuJm  SERVICES 
CHIU)  SUPPORT  ENFORCEMENT  UWi 


MARGARET  DAVIS's  “VERIFIED  ENTRY  OF  SUPPORT  JUDGMENT,  ”  mailed  by  Jeff  co-CSS : 


htipj/jr/fia.ui 
3500  II  r*'VSl!«iet.  luce*  1  *1X1 

Golden.  C  olorjLO  SC*'.  01 


jeffe^son  County  ^ 

Human  Services 

Stipite  abetta.  iu,’tv  efe  J  ^ 


U.S.  POSTAGE >>  PITNEY  BOWES 


ZIP  80420 
02  in 
000139311 


$  001.40° 


8  AUG  29.  2017 


RETURN  SERVICE  REQUESTED 


’FICTITIOUS  OBLIGATIONS'.  'FALSE  CERTIFICATE'.  FORGERY,  etc.:  (see  Counts  298-3691 
JAMIN  ALABISO's  known  void  “child  support  judgment,  ”  entered  on  July  17,  2017 : 


DISTRICT  COURT,  JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  COLORADO 

Court  Address: 

100  Jefferson  County  Parkway,  Golden,  CO,  80401-6002 

DATE  FILED:  July  17, 20KntU7AM 
CASE  NUMBER:  2005 

Petitioner(s)  CAROL^^^^^^^p 
and 

Respondent(s)  JOHN 

A  COURT  USE  ONLY  A 

Case  Number:  2005DI^^^^^ 

Division:  Y  Courtroom: 

ORDER  FOR  ENTRY  OF  JUDGMENT 

The  motion/proposed  order  attached  hereto:  GRANTED. 


THIS  MATTER  comes  before  the  Court  on  the  Intervenods  Verified  Entry  of  Support  Judgment  (Motion)  filed  on  June  13, 
2017.  The  Court,  having  reviewed  the  Motion,  the  Court  file,  and  otherwise  being  sufficiently  advised  in  the  premises, 
hereby  FINDS  and  ORDERS  as  follows: 

The  Court  deems  the  Motion  confessed  pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  1 21  §  1-15(3)  as  the  Respondent  has  not  timely  filed  a  written 
response  or  objection. 

WHEREFORE,  the  Court  hereby  GRANTS  the  Motion. 

The  moving  party  is  hereby  ORDERED  to  provide  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  any  pro  se  parties  who  have  entered  an 
appearance  in  this  action  within  1 0  days  from  the  date  of  this  order.  This  order  or  judgment  was  issued  in  a  proceeding 
where  consent  was  unnecessary.  Any  appeal  must  be  taken  within  21  days  pursuant  to  C.R.M.  Rule  7(a). 

Issue  Date:  7/17/2017 


JAMIN  M  ALABISO 
Magistrate 
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MARGARET  DAVIS's  proposed  JUDGMENT,  mailed  by  CFJD  clerks  with  ALABISO's  judgment : 


District  Court,  Jefferson  County,  Colorado 
Clerk  of  the  District  Court 
100  Jefferson  County  Parkway 
Golden  CO  80401  _ 


IN  RE  THE  MARRIAGE  OF: 

PETITIONER:  CAROLi 

AND 

RESPONDENT:  JOHN  M 
AND 

LNTERVENOR:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES. 


Margaret  Davis,  Esq.  #14054 
Assistant  County  Attorney 
3500  Illinois  Sl„  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401-6010 
(303)271-4643 
FAX  303-271-4091 
E-Mail  -  dgibbs@jeffco.us 


ACOURT  USE  ONLYA 


ORDER  FOR  ENTRYd 


DGMENT 


The  Court  having  reviewed  the  pleadingThpreby  orders: 

A  Judgment  shall  enter  j&fayor  of  CAROLflH^DElnd  against  JOHN  M. 
LC372.95  from  May  30^(KmIirough  4 


Child  Support  $213J372.9.5\. 

Done  and  signed  this _ 


for  the  sum  of  $21^,372.95  from  May  30, . 

CN- 


rough  4/30/2017  (principal  only). 


day  of  _ 


BY  THE  COURT: 


DISTRICT  COURT  MAGISTRATE 


DISTRICT  COURT,  COUNTY  PENDING,  COLORADO 
c/o3  COLORADO  SUPREME  COURT 

2  East  14th  Avenue 

Denver,  CO  80203 

In  re  the  Marriage  of: 

Petitioner:  CAROL 

Respondent:  JOHN 

Intervenor:  JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HUMAN  SERVICES, 

Special  Appearance  by  Affiant:  John  Mark^^^^B 

*  COURT  USE  ONLY  * 

Petitioner:  Carol^^^^^B  Affiant1:  John  Markf^^^B 

Case  Number:  2005DR^® 

[Fonnerly  in  First  Judicial  District] 

l _ _ _ ZJ8S: 

Title  IV-D:B^^^^^B 

Phone  Phone 

[Formerly  in  Jefferson  County] 

EIGHTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DH^ 

I  -  affiant  John  am  making  a  special  appearance2  in  this  case  and  submit  this 

“Eighth  Motion”  to  the  judge(s)  appointed  by  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court3  to  set  aside  all 
decisions  made  by  the  “case  fixing  criminals”4  in  Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case 
2005  — including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3),  on 

the  grounds  that  all  decisions  were  automatically  rendered  void  for  any  one  of  the  frauds  or  other 
crimes  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT;  and,  having  first-hand  knowledge 
of  the  facts  alleged  herein,  state  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  Incorporated  herein  by  reference  is  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT. 

2.  If  either  petitioner  or  intervenor,  or  any  of  the  case  fixing  criminals  or  racketeers  named 


This  is  an  AFFIDAVIT  OF  FACT,  which  will  stand  as  truth  and  law  in  the  matter  unless  timely  rebutted. 

I,  the  living  human  being  with  the  given-name  John  am  making  special  appearances  in 

Colorado  First  Judicial  District  divorce  case  2005DR®^  Title  IV-D  case^^l^B^^^B  and  all  associated 
appeals,  for  purposes  of  addressing  void  decisions  entered  against  my  “ strawman ”  (the  fictitious  person(s) — 
JOHN  JOHN  M  John  and  other  derivatives  of  my  name),  illegal 

actions  taken  against  my  strawman,  unlawful  actions  taken  against  my  children  and  me,  the  “ crime  sprees ” 
against  our  family,  and  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  errs,  omissions,  and  other  defects  in  these  cases. 

Because  all  judges  and  clerks  in  Colorado's  First  Judicial  District  involved  in  the  divorce,  and  all  state 
and  county  officials  involved  in  the  Title  IV-D  case,  are  also  apparently  involved  in  the  rampant  “case  fixing,” 
racketeering,  money  laundering,  and/or  other  crimes  there,  I  have  asked  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court  to  transfer 
said  cases  to  a  different  district  and  county  respectively,  and  appoint  judges,  to  adjudicate  my  PETITION  FOR 
REVIEW  and  all  other  matters— see  my  PETITION  FOR  RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE. 

*If  the  petitioner  and/or  intervenor  wish  to  respond,  they  should  do  so  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 

I  call  those  who  destroyed  my  family  over  a  decade  ago,  and  those  who  have  knowingly  continued  the 
crime  spree  against  my  family  to  this  day,  what  they  are:  “criminals”  and  “traitors.”  I  mean  no  disrespect  to  any 
GOOD  judges  and  attorneys  in  Colorado  (who  are  not  involved  in  the  treasonous  crimes  taking  place  in  this 
state),  or  to  any  other  GOOD  professionals  and  officials,  who  should  come  together,  now,  to  oust  these  evil 
people  from  our  courts  and  our  government  offices. 
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in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT,  object  to  or  deny  any  part  of  this  motion,  a  hearing 
is  requested  in  this  matter,  during  which  I  will  participate  by  telephone. 

3.  For  reasons  stated  in  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW-PART  EIGHT,  all  decisions  in  this 
divorce  case  #2005DR^®  are  void,  because  Permanent  Orders,  including  the  child  support  order 
— upon  which  all  other  decisions  are  based — were  automatically  rendered  wholly  void  for  any 
one  of  the  frauds  upon  the  court,  denials  of  due  process,  acts  outside  authority,  or  other  crimes 
committed  by  the  case  fixing  criminals  or  racketeers  to  facilitate  the  petitioner's  post-divorce 
frauds  and  thefts  or  to  facilitate  the  intervenor's  unlawful  and  illegal  enforcement  of  the  known 
fictitious  and  void  child  support  order  and  arrears  balance  or  to  facilitate  any  element  of  their 
“crime  spree”  against  my  family  over  the  past  1 1.5  years,  as  alleged  in  my  PETITION  FOR 
REVIEW-PART  EIGHT  and  proved  with  referenced  evidence  in  its  “ Attachment ”  and  already  on 
the  record  in  this  divorce  case,  in  Title  IV-D  case^^^^^^^^^B)  m  case  201 and 
in  Colorado  Supreme  Court  case  201 1SA(BI 

WHEREFORE,  having  sufficient  grounds  in  any  part  of  my  PETITION  FOR  REVIEW,  I  move  the 
newly  appointed  judge(s)  to  enter  an  order  setting  aside  all  decisions  in  divorce  case  2005DB^® 
— including  Permanent  Orders  and  all  judgments — pursuant  to  C.R.C.P.  60(b)(3);  together  with 
such  other  and  further  relief  deemed  reasonable  and  just  under  the  circumstances. 

FURTHER  AFFIANT  SAYETH  NOT. 

VERIFICATION 

I  -  affiant  John  Mark^^^^B-  verify  under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  Laws  of  our  Land 
and  in  pursuance  thereof  the  Constitution  for  the  united  States  of  America  that  the  facts  alleged 
in  the  foregoing  EIGHTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DB^®are  true 
and  correct. 

DATED  this  30th  Day  of  March,  2018.  UCC  1-308:  All  Rights  Reserved-Without  Prejudice, 


By  Affiant: 


John  Markl 


CERTIFICATE  OF  MAILING 

I  certify  that  on  this  3 1st  Day  of  March  2018,  a  true  and  accurate  copy  of  the  foregoing  EIGHTH 
MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE  2005DBflBwas  served  upon  the  petitioner 
and  the  intervenor,  by  placing  it  in  the  United  States  mail,  postage  prepaid,  to: 

JEFFERSON  COUNTY  DEPT.  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES 
3500  Illinois  St.,  Suite  1300 
Golden,  CO  80401 

And,  I  certify  that  the  foregoing  EIGHTH  MOTION  TO  SET  ASIDE  ALL  DECISIONS  IN  CASE 
2005DB^is  included  in  my  “SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTS”  accompanying  my  “PETITION  FOR 
RULE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE”  to  the  Colorado  Supreme  Court. 


By  Affiant: 


John  Markl 


2 


